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The research project “lllegal Trade of Tohacco Products:
Smuggling as Experienced along the Balkan Route
(BalkanSmugg)”, funded by PMI IMPACT and implemented
by the Institute of Economics, Zagreb from July 2017 to
September 2019, assessed the illegal trade of cigarettes
and other tobacco products in seven countries along the
Balkan smuggling route.

The specific objective of the project was to produce a strong
evidence base on the illegal trade of tobacco in Slovenia,
Croatia, Bosnia and Herzegavina, Serbia, Maontenegro,
North Macedonia, and Kosava. Therefore, the care of
this research is represented by a survey assessment of
smokers’ attitudes and practices of buying cigarettes
on the gray market and citizens’ opinion regarding the
illegal trade of cigarettes and other tobacco products.
In 2018, we conducted a survey of 3,000 respondents
per country, totaling 21,000 respondents in the region.

This BalkanSmugg study presents the key findings of
the project. Analyzing tobacco consumption in seven
Balkan countries, it sheds light on smokers’ habits and
practices in buying cigarettes and cut tobacco, including
the experience of purchasing tobacco products on the
gray market. The insights into the characteristics of the
gray market, the typical purchase “package”, and haw
smakers rated the guality and availability of products,
offer valuable first-hand information. The main finding
is the size of the gray tohacco market per country.

The study reveals the public opinion on acceptable
behavior related to the illicit trade of cigarettes and
tobacco products, and explores perceptions regarding
their negative effects, making the BalkanSmugg project
the first all-encompassing study of the gray market and
illegal trade in cigarettes and other tobacco products in
the Balkan region that tackles the problem from both
citizens’ and tobacco consumers’ point of view.

The preliminary survey results about the price sensitivity
of consumption of illicit tobacco products were
complemented by further investigation of excise duties,
because differences in price are considered the main
generator of illegal tobacca trade. However, for accurate
estimating of price elasticity of tobacco demand no data
were publicly available.

The study describes the official tobacco industry and
regional trade among countries. Since the unofficial
economy in Western Balkan countries is related toillegal
tobacco trade, we estimated the size of the unofficial
economy in the analyzed countries, tax evasion of tohacco
taxes, and negative impact of tobacco smuggling on the
official sectar in Croatia.

All the project results are presented for the region and
compared amaong the analyzed countries in order to
frame the regional context of the findings. Croatia is
used as a case study for maore precise analyses of the
tobacco sector.

We hope that policy makers and stakeholders invalved in
this project will find the results inspiring and beneficial
in the fight againstillegal trade. The ultimate purpose of
this study is to raise awareness about the harmfulness
of illegal trade of cigarettes and other tobacco products.

The project team is thankful to stakehaolders for their
cooperation during the project and appreciates the
information and feedback from public institutions and
industry. We would like to thank our colleagues at the
Institute of Economics, Zagreb for their assistance and
we acknowledge the support of PMI IMPACT in funding
this study.

Jelena Budak, project leader
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Smoking prevalence in Western Balkan countries,
according to the survey data, varies fram 25 percent
in Slovenia to 43 percent in Bosnia and Herzegavina.

Industrially manufactured cigarettes are the maost
preferred tobacco product for 88 percent of smokers,
and 15 percent use cut tobacco to roll and stuff their
own homemade cigarettes.

11 percent of smokers from seven analyzed countries
buy tobacco products on the gray market. The share
of smokers buying on the gray market ranges from
the lowest in Slovenia (3.3 percent] to the highestin
Mantenegro (27.9 percent]. In Narth Macedonia 3.8
percent of smakers buy illicit tobacco products, in
Kaosova 6.3 percent, in Serhia 6.5 percent, in Croatia 7.6
percent, and in Bosnia and Herzegovina 20.3 percent.

On the regional average, 57 percent of smokers buying
an the gray market buy cigarettes and 50 percent buy
cut tobacco. Cut tobacco from the gray market is a
substitute product for legally sold cigarettes, especially
in Croatia and North Macedonia. Cut tobaccaoin these
two countries accounts for 89 percent and 98 percent
of the tobacco gray market, respectively.

Six out of ten smokers who use the gray market buy
tobacco products from resellers on the street. Smokers
from Croatia and Slovenia prefer buying from friends
and acquaintances.

Buyers on the gray market make daily or weekly
purchases because of the good availability of cigarettes
and cut tobaccao on the gray market. Aimost two-thirds
of citizens in North Macedonia and Kosaovo think it is
very easy to purchase cigarettes on the gray market,
while half of the respondents in Slovenia and Serhia
think it takes a little effort.

The availability of both cigarettes and cut tobacco
is stable compared to two years ago, in the opinion
of half of the gray market consumers in the region.
Montenegro is an exception, because almast half of the
respondents there think availability is getting better. In
Croatia, the availability of cigarettes has dropped, but
the availability of cut tobacco has increased recently.

e As long as the gray market exists, it will remain the

preferred place of purchase for the majarity of smokers
involved in illicit trade. Two-thirds say they waould be
motivated to stop buying on the gray market if their
living standard improved.

Although mare than half of the citizens are aware
that buying on the gray market is illegal, greater
punishments would motivate only 5 percent of smaokers
to stop buying on the gray market. At the same time,
moare than half of the citizens think that selling tobacco
products on the gray market is not sanctioned enough.

For eight out of ten smokers buying on the gray market,
better price is the main reason for buying tobacco
products illegally. Tobacco consumption is highly
price-sensitive: over half of the respondents in the
region would reduce consumption of illegally purchased
cigarettes and cut tobacco only if the price on the legal
market decreased and became the same as the price
of illegally purchased tobacco products on the gray
market.

General public opinion on the price level of legally sold
cigarettes and cut tobacco is not in favar of further
price increase: more than half of all citizens think that
cigarette prices on the legal market are too high, rising
up to 86 percent of citizens in Bosnia and Herzegovina
wha consider cigarettes too expensive. On the other
hand, 40 percent of citizens in Slovenia and 25 percent
in Croatia think prices are too low.

About 80 percent of citizens think it is unacceptable
to purchase stolen cigarettes, counterfeit brands of
cigarettes, and unknown brands of cigarettes without
tax stamps, or to avoid taxes or excise duties on
tobacco products. Buying tobacco products on the
gray market is unacceptable behavior for 69 percent of
citizens and this is supported by the opinion shared by
every fourth citizen in the region that the gray market
of tobacco products is one of the major problems in
their country.

Five in ten citizens in the region consider the state
the mast responsible far the present condition of the
tobacco gray market, followed by the inspectorate (13
percent], police (8 percent], and customs (7 percent].
The respondents put the least blame on tobacco
producers (farmers] and the tobacco industry.




Interestingly, buying cut tobacco directly from farmers
is acceptable for about half of the citizens in Croatia
and Slavenia.

Purchasing cigarettes of an unknown brand without
tax stampsis unacceptahle for 80 percent of citizens,
as are tax evasion and evasion of excise duties on
tobacco products. The most rigid opinion is recorded
in Kosovo, where 96 percent of citizens consider these
practices unacceptable, opposed to Croatia where 70
percent of citizens share this negative view.

Two-thirds of the regional population think that the
tobacco gray market causes substantial damages to
the state budget and considerable damage to society
(62 percent of the population].

As far as other negative consequences to the national
economy are concerned, a rather low share of citizens
agree that purchase of tobacco on the gray market
causes loss of jobs (39 percent].

Half of the citizens believe that the tobacco gray market
increases other forms of crime, and even mare (68
percent) see tobacco smuggling as an integral part
of arganized crime.

In all countries, attitudes of smokers towards the
tobacco gray market are less negative compared to
the attitudes of non-smakers. Furthermore, 75 percent
of smaokers who buy tobacco products on the gray
market see nothing wrang in this practice.

More than half of the citizens think tobacco should
be grown as an important crop in their country.

Western Balkan countries mutually trade maostly
in cigarettes, Serbia being the higgest exporter of
cigarettes to other countries in the region and Basnia
and Herzegovina the higgest importer. Croatia is the
biggest exparter of unmanufactured tobacco to other
Western Balkan countries.

Tobacco trade of the Western Balkan countries shows
some positive trends: growth in exparts and imparts,
trade surplus, strengthening of export competitiveness,
and relatively high export concentration. The largest

part of the tobacco trade of the Western Balkan
countries is achieved by Serhia, Croatia, and North
Macedaonia. These countries are also net exporters of
tobacco, while the other analyzed countries [Bosnia
and Herzegavina, Kosovo, Montenegro, and Slovenia)
are predominantly imparters. Kosovo is an absolute
net tobacco importer.

Internationally comparahle data on tobacco production
for the seven analyzed countries in the region are
missing. If the production is not properly recorded
in official statistics, a part of the production might
remain unrecorded and end up on the gray market.

The prices of tobacco products in all seven countries
are far lower than the EU average. Slovenia as the maost
expensive tobacco product market is at 68 percent
of the EU average and North Macedonia at about 25
percent. This is due to the different taxes and excise
duties across the region.

Anincrease in excise duties in the past (due to alignment
with EU tax policies] resulted in cigarette price increase
and the decline of legal markets. After raising excises,
the legal cigarette market in Montenegro has halved,
while the shrinking of the legal market in Basnia and
Herzegovina was even stronger.

Taking into account the survey finding that smokers
will buy on the gray market as long as it is cheaper,
it is reasonable to assume that the shrinking of the
legal market after the price increase was not the
result of reduced smoking incidence. On the contrary,
addicted smokers probably shifted to the gray market,
as confirmed by experience reported in the survey.

The price gap is huge: cigarettes made from illegally
bought cut tobacco are ten times cheaper than the
same quantity of industrially manufactured cigarettes
sold in regular stores in Croatia.

Estimation of price elasticity of tobacco demand
would provide precise guantification of the effect of
excise changes on tobacco demand and illicit trade
flows. However, this is not possible due to the lack of
publicly available data on prices and quantities sald
by individual brands.




In all Western Balkan countries, income derived by
tobacco smuggling is estimated at over EUR 200
million annually (0.5 percent of GDP). This share
varies, from the lowest in Slovenia [0.01 percent
of GOP) and Croatia [0.06 percent of GDP] to the
highest in Montenegro (0.52 percent of GDP]J. In Bosnia
and Herzegovina, income from tobacco smuggling
represents the prevalent share of total illegal income
earned.

It is estimated that approximately EUR 7.5 billion of
taxes is evaded annually in the region, or 4.5 percent of
regional GOP. Out of this amount, mare than EUR 306.7
million annually is evaded due to tobacco smuggling.
The significance of these direct losses to the state
budget varies: total tobacco taxes uncollected due
to tobacco smuggling represent 0.9 percent of GDP
in Bosnia and Herzegovina, 0.6 percent of GDP in
Mantenegro, 0.2 percent of GOP in Croatia, Serhia,
and Kosavo, and 0.1 percent of GOP in Slovenia and
North Macedonia.

e Input-output analysis of indirect and induced negative

effects of the tobacco gray market on the official
sector in Croatia in 2017 showed substantial losses
to the economy, state budget, and industry. Tobacco
smuggling is estimated to reduce Croatian gross
value added by 0.44 percent and employment by 0.48
percent.

The total effects of reduced volume of government
services [due to evasion of tobacco taxes] are
significantly higher than the direct effects on tobacco
producers and distributors. Mare than 7,500 jobs could
be created in the Croatian economy by eliminating the
gray tobacco market.

One thousand smaokers buying tobacco products on the
gray market reduce the official gross value added by
over EUR 1 million and cause the loss of approximately
50 jobs on an annual level in Croatia.




1 Tobacco consumption in
Western Balkan countries

1.1 General overview of smoking prevalence
in seven countries

lllicit trade, gray market of tobacco products, and tobacco
smuggling have been present in the Balkan region for a
long time. This analysis of the attitudes of smokers and
their practices of buying cigarettes on the gray market,
as well as citizens’ apinion regarding the illegal trade of
cigarettes and other tobacco products, is based on survey
results. The survey was conducted in seven Western
Balkan countries during 2018 on a sample of 21,000
respondents, or 3,000 respondents per country.

According to the survey results, smaoking prevalence in the

region is 36 percent, which means that on average every
third surveyed individual aged 18+ declared themselves

Map 1.1: Smoking prevalence by country

as a smoker. Analysis by country shows that there are
large differences in smoking prevalence (Map 1.1]. The
propartion of respondents who say they smaoke cigarettes,
some other tobacco products, or e-cigarettes is the
highest in Bosnia and Herzegovina (43 percent), followed
by Kosaovo (41 percent], North Macedonia [39 percent],
Maontenegro (38 percent], and Serhia (37 percent]. The
lowest proportions of smakers are reparted for Slovenia
(25 percent] and Croatia (33 percent].

The mast popular tobacco product among smokers in
the analyzed countries are industrially manufactured
cigarettes, which are used by 88 percent of smokers.
However, 15 percent of smokers stated that they use cut
tobacco to roll and stuff their own homemade cigarettes.

[ Slovenia: 25%

[ Croatia: 33%

[ serhia: 37%

[J Montenegro: 38%

[ North Macedonia: 39%
[ Kosovo: 41%

[ Bosnia and Herzegovina: 43%

Source: Survey data.




Other tobacco products, such as cigars, cigarillos, pipes,
etc. are used by less than 5 percent of smokers.

Figure 1.1: Smoking prevalence by gender
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On average, smoking prevalence is higher among men
(43 percent] than among women (30 percent]. Among
the seven countries covered by the survey, the propartion
of male smokers ranged from 26 percent in Slovenia to
58 percent in Kosova. The propartion of women ranged
from 23 percent in Slovenia to 37 percent in Serbia. The
largest gender difference, in percentage point terms,
is indicated in Kosovo, where the proportion of male
smokers was around 34 percentage points abaove the
proportion of female smokers. Gender differences in
excess of 10 percentage points were also observed in
Montenegro, Bosnia and Herzegovina, and Croatia. In
Serhia, the prevalence of smoking is almost equal among
wamen and men.

1.2 Buying habits: Legal or gray market

According to the survey results, smokers mainly buy
tobacco products in authaorized stares. However, the
survey results reveal that 11 percent of smokers from the
seven analyzed countries usually buy tobacco products
on the gray market [Figure 1.2]. The highest shares of
smokers wha reported purchasing tobacco products on
the gray market can be found in Montenegro and Bosnia
and Herzegovina, 28 and 20 percent, respectively. On the
other hand, the lowest rates of buying tobacco products
fromillegal sources are seen in Slovenia (3 percent] and
North Macedania (4 percent]. In Serhia and Kosovo slightly

more than 6 percent of the respondents who smoke buy
tobacco products on the gray market, while in Croatia the
share is around 8 percent [Figure 1.3].

Figure 1.2: Place of buying tobacco products

11.4%

M At authorized stores

M On the gray market

88.6%

Source: Survey data.

Figure 1.3: Place of buying tobacco products, by country
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Amang the respondents who use tobacco products, less
than 2 percent usually buy tobacco products abroad.
Respondents from Croatia and Slovenia are the most
likely to purchase tobacco products abroad - however,
even in these countries anly between S and 8 percent of
respondents have bought tobacco products in a foreign
country. Respondents from Montenegro and North
Macedania reported that they bought tobacco products
anly in the country (Figure 1.4].




Figure 1.4: Domestic or international place of purchase of
tobacco products
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Among the respondents who buy tobacco products on the
gray market, 57 percent buy cut tobhacco which they roll
or stuff in cigarettes by themselves, while 50 percent buy
industrially manufactured cigarettes. The highest share
of smokers who buy cut tobacco on the gray market is
reported for Narth Macedonia and Croatia (98 and 89
percent, respectively]. Conversely, in Kosovo 96 percent of
the respondents buy industrially manufactured cigarettes
on the gray market [Figure 1.5].

Figure 1.6: Main points of sale of illicit tobacco products

Figure 1.5: Tobacco products on the gray market
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Amaong the respondents who usually buy tobacco products
on the gray market, 62 percent buy illicit tohacco products
from resellers on the street. Additionally, 18 percent of
smakers buy illicit tobacco products from friends and
acquaintances, almost 10 percent from resellers in a
house, and 8 percent at a store or stand, but under the
counter. This main point of sale of illicit tobacco products
varies across countries. Mare than 70 percent of illegal
buyersin North Macedonia, Serbia, and Kosovo buy from
resellers on the street (Figure 1.6].

All countries

B From resellers on the street

M From friends and acquaintances

From resellers in a house

At the store or stand, but under the counter

B Somewhere else

Source: Survey data.




Selling cigarettes on the street in Skopje, April 2018.

Author: Maruska Vizek.

On the other hand, in Slovenia only 20 percent and in
Croatia 38 percent of the respondents buy tobacco
products from resellers on the street. Respondents in
Slovenia and Croatia are the mast likely to buy cigarettes
from friends and acquaintances.

All surveyed citizens were asked to give their subjective
perception of how large a problem the gray market of
tobacco products isin their country (Figure 1.7]). Although
11 percent of smakers in the analyzed countries confirm
that they buy products on the gray market, data about
subjective perceptions reveal that in general 40 percent of
citizens think that the gray market of tobacco products
is one of the major problems in the country. The largest
share of citizens who consider the gray market of tobacco
products one of the major problems in the country is
reported in Serbia, where around half of the citizens
share this opinion.

Figure 1.7: The gray market of tobacco products is one of the
major problems in the country, all respondents

M Disagree

M Neither agree
nor disagree

M Agree

Source: Survey data.

Almost half of the smaokers in the analyzed countries state
that they have been buying on the gray market since the
cigarettes have become more expensive, while every fifth
states that they have been buying illegal tobacco products
since they started smaoking. 15 percent of respondents
confirmed that they started buyingillegal tobacco products
from the beginning of the economic crisis. The highest
proportion of respondents who started buying illegal
tobacco products when the cigarettes became mare
expensive is reparted in Bosnia and Herzegovina (66
percent), followed by Serbia (61 percent], North Macedonia
(52 percent], and Slovenia (52 percent]. On the other
hand, in Kosovo, 94 percent of illegal buyers have been
buying tobacco products on the gray market ever since
they started smaking. The highest share of respondents
who say that they started buying illegal tobacco products
from the beginning of the economic crisis is reported in
North Macedonia and Croatia [Figure 1.8].

Mare than 80 percent of all smokers who purchase
tobacco products on the gray market state that better
price is the main reason for buying tobacco products on
the gray market. Easy purchase ranks second, followed
by better quality [Figure 1.9]. In all countries except
Kosavo, most of the respondents state that better price
is the maost impartant factor influencing their decision
to buy tobacco on the gray market. Interestingly, North
Macedanian and Slovenian smaokers appear to be mare
influenced by better quality than smaokers from other
countries, with 25 and 16 percent of the respondents
agreeing that better quality is the main reason for buying
tobacco on the gray market.




Figure 1.8: When smokers started buying tobacco products on the gray market
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Figure 1.8: The main reason for buying tobacco products on the
gray market

When it comes to cut tobacco prices, the survey results
indicate that cut tobacca is more affordable in the analyzed
countries. Around 45 percent of all respondents believe
that cut tobacco prices on the legal market are too high,
while 41 percent think that the cut tobacco prices are
acceptable.

Figure 1.10: Cigarette prices on legal market
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Since better prices are the main mativation for buying on
the gray market, we further investigated the respondents’
perception of prices of cigarettes and cut tobacco on
the legal market.

The analysis revealed that, on average, more than half of
all respondents in all countries think that cigarette prices
on the legal market are too high, while the prices are
acceptable for a quarter of the respondents (Figure 1.10].

70
60
50
40

52
30 27.8

573

20 14.9
10

0

Too low

Too high Acceptable

Source: Survey data.




Figure 1.11: Cut tobacco prices on legal market

Figure 1.13: Cut tobacco prices on legal market
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If we compare answers across countries, we can see
that cigarettes on the legal market are too expensive
for the great majority of respondents in Bosnia and
Herzegovina, Maontenegro, and Serhia (86, 72, and 60
percent, respectively] (Figure 1.12]. Conversely, 40 percent
of Slovenian respondents believe that prices are too low.
Almast a quarter of the respondents in Croatia share this
apinion. It should be noted, however, that this reflects
the opinion of the smoker and non-smoker population.
At the same time, the prices of cigarettes are the most
acceptable for respondents in Kosavo.

Figure 1.12: Cigarette prices on legal market
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When it comes to cut tobacco prices on the legal market,
the results of the survey generally suggest that cut tabacco
prices are more acceptable than the prices of cigarettes
(Figure 1.13). Cut tobacca is too expensive for the great
majority of respondents in Basnia and Herzegovina and
Montenegro, while in other countries this proportion is
lower than 40 percent. On the other hand, cut tobacco
prices are acceptable for mare than half of the respondents
in Kosovo and Croatia. Slavenia stands out with the highest
share of respondents wha think that cut tobacco prices
are toa low, 37 percent of them.

1.3 Availahility of tobacco products
on the gray market

In this part of the study, we analyze the respondents’
subjective perceptions about the availahility of cigarettes
and cut tobacco on the gray market.

Almost 7 out of 10 respondents who buy tobacco products
on the gray market in the analyzed countries make
this purchase several times a week or even every day
(Figure 1.14]. However, there are large differences in
the frequency of buying on the gray market among
the countries. In Kosovo and Maontenegro, smokers buy
tobacco products on the gray market more often than
in the other countries. The majarity of smakers in Bosnia
and Herzegovina, Serhia, Croatia, and North Macedonia
buy on the gray market once a week or less frequently.




Figure 1.14: Frequency of buying tobacco products on the gray
market
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The majority of respondents in the analyzed countries
believe that cigarettes and cut tobacco on the gray
market are relatively easy to get. When it comes to the
purchase of cigarettes on the gray market, 46 percent of
all respondents think that cigarettes are very easy to get,
while 44 percent think that it is possible to get them with
a little effort. Similarly, 45 percent of all respondents think
thatitis very easy to get cut tobacco on the gray market,
and an additional 45 percent of total respondents think
thatitis possible to get it with a little effort (Figure 1.15].

Figure 1.15: Availahility of tobacco products on the gray market
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The availability of illegally purchased cigarettes and cut
tobacco varies across countries (Figure 1.16]. AlImast
two-thirds of all respondents in North Macedonia and
Kosova think that it is very easy to purchase cigarettes on
the gray market. In other countries, this share is below 50
percent. Slovenia and Serbia stand out with the highest

share of respondents who think that it is possible to get
cigarettes on the gray market with a little effort, 53 and
49 percent, respectively.

Figure 1.16: Availability of cigarettes on the gray market
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When it comes to the availability of cut tobacco on the
gray market, Slovenia stands out with the highest share
of respondents whao think that cut tobaccao is very easily
accessible, as much as 62 percent of all respondents
(Figure 1.17].

Figure 1.17: Availability of cut tobacco on the gray market
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The survey results reveal that, on average, almast half
of the respondents who buy tobacco products on the
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gray market believe that the availability of cigarettes
is the same as two years ago, while for a third of the
respondents the availability is better. Only 13 percent
think the availability of illegal cigarettes is lower than
two years ago.

Comparisans of cigarette availability on the gray market
today and two years ago differ across countries. The
proportion of those who think that the availability of

cigarettes is the same as twa years ago ranges from 40
percentin Montenegro to 80 percent in North Macedonia.
Interestingly, better availability of illegal cigarettes is
reported the most in Montenegro (Figure 1.18).

Almost half of those who buy illegal cut tobacco think that
the availability of illegal cut tobacco is the same as two
years ago, while a third of them think that the availahility
is better. Only 12 percent of respondents think that

Figure 1.19: The availability of cut tobacco on the gray market compared to two years ago
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availability is lower than two years ago. These proportions
vary considerably among the analyzed countries. The
highest proportion of those who think that the availahility
of illegal cut tobacco is the same as two years ago is
reported in North Macedonia (77 percent] and Kosovo (71
percent], while the lowest proportion is in Montenegro (39
percent]. Montenegro is the only country where almaost
half of the respondents believe the availability of cut
tobacco on the gray market is better today than it was
two years ago (Figure 1.19].

1.4 Price sensitivity of illicit tobacco
products consumption

Inimplementing the survey, we assumed that the smokers
who purchase tobacco products on the gray market
know their consumption patterns and are familiar with
the current price ratio. Therefore, we asked them how
their illicit consumption would change under different
price scenarios. First, we asked about their cut tobacco
consumption an the gray market in the case of a legal
cigarette price change, assuming that cut tobacco on the
gray market is a substitute for legally sold cigarettes. The
first scenario represents an increase in the price ratio,
i.e., the price of legally purchased cigarettes increases
and becomes six times higher than the price of illegally
purchased cut tobacco. The second scenario is a decrease
in the price ratio: the price of legally purchased cigarettes
decreases and becomes four times higher than the price of
illegally purchased cut tobacco. Finally, the third scenario
represents a price ratio of one (zero price difference] -
the price of legally purchased cigarettes decreases and
becomes the same as the price of illegally purchased cut
tobacca. The initial assumption is that the current price
of legally purchased cigarettes is five times higher than
illegally purchased cut tobaccao.

In general, 36 percent of respondents in all of the countries
say that they would reduce the consumption of illegally
purchased cut tobacco only in the case of the third
scenario - if the price of legally purchased cigarettes
decreased and became the same as the price of illegally
purchased cut tobacco. These results are presented in
more detail (by country] in Figure 1.21.

In the other two situations, i.e., if the price of legally
purchased cigarettes became six or four times higher than
the price of illegal cut tobacco, more than 80 percent of

respondents would not change the cansumption of illegally
purchased cut tobacco (Figure 1.20]. Notably, in the case
of the first scenario, North Macedonia stands out with
more than 9 in 10 respondents who would not change
their behavior. Only 16 percent of illicit cut tobacco users
are likely to increase their consumption of illicit tohacco
in the case of the first scenario, and 10 percent in the
case of the second scenario.

Figure 1.20: Change in the consumption of illegally purchased
cut tohacco - three scenarios
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Figure 1.21: The third scenario - the price of legally purchased
cigarettes decreases and becomes the same as the
price of illegally purchased cut tobacco, by country
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llicit cigarette smaokers were then asked to indicate how
their illicit consumption would change under the different
price scenarios. Unlike the previous question, here the
assumptiaon is that the current price of legally purchased
cigarettes is two times higher than the price of cigarettes
on the gray market. The first scenario represents an
increase in the price ratig, i.e., the price of legally purchased
cigarettes increases and becomes three times higher
than the price of cigarettes on the gray market. The
second scenario is a decrease in the price ratio: the price
of legally purchased cigarettes decreases and becomes
ane and a half times higher than the price of cigarettes
on the gray market. Finally, the third scenario represents
a price ratio of one (zero price difference] - the price of
legally purchased cigarettes decreases and becomes
the same as the price of cigarettes on the gray market.

In general, almost half of the respondents in all of the
countries say that they would reduce the consumption
of illegally purchased cigarettes only in the case of the
third scenario - if the price of legally purchased cigarettes
decreased and became the same as the price of illegally
purchased cigarettes. These results are presented in
more detail (by country] in Figure 1.23. However, the
same proportion of illicit cigarette users would not change
their consumption of cigarettes from the gray market. In
anly three countries, the majarity of respondents claim
that they would reduce their consumption of illegally
purchased cigarettes, with the highest rates in Bosnia
and Herzegovina, followed by Croatia and Slavenia. Still,
there is a significant proportion of those who would not
change their consumer behavior even if the prices were
equal (44 percentin all of the countries]. This proportion
varies across the countries, ranging from 28 percent in
Bosnia and Herzegavina to 75 percent in North Macedonia.

Further, if the price of legally purchased cigarettes
became three or one and a half times higher than the
price of illegal cigarettes, most respondents would not
change the consumption of illegally purchased cigarettes
(75 percent]. Notahly, in the case of the first scenario,
Montenegro stands out with 95 percent of those who would
not change their behaviar, followed by North Macedonia
and Serhia, while the lowest proportion is seen in Kasova.
Interestingly, on average 23 percent of illicit cigarette
users in the analyzed countries are likely to increase
their consumption of illicit cigarettes in the case of the
first scenario, and 9 percent in the case of the second
scenario (Figure 1.22).

Figure 1.22: Change in the consumption of illegally purchased
cigarettes - three scenarios
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Figure 1.23: The third scenario - the price of legally purchased
cigarettes decreases and becomes the same as the
price of cigarettes on the gray market, by country
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1.5 Exiting the gray market

Within the survey, buyers of tobacco products on the gray
market were asked what they would do in the hypothetical
situation in which they could no longer buy tobacco
products at their usual place of purchase. The results
reveal that 79 percent of those who buy products on
the gray market would look far a new similar place of
purchase, which means that as long as the gray market
exists, it will remain the preferred place of purchase




for the majority of smokers involved inillicit trade. It is
interesting to note that smokers in the analyzed countries
are on average more likely to stop smaoking than to shift to
alegal market of tobacco products if their preferred place
of purchase of illegal tobacco products no longer existed.
12 percent of respondents in the analyzed countries
would guit smaoking, while 9 percent would start buying
at authorized stores.

In all countries, finding a new similar place of purchase is
the most common answer (Figure 1.24). Eight out of ten
respondentsin Bosnia and Herzegovina, North Macedonia,
and Montenegro would remain loyal to illicit tobacco
products. Aimost every fourth respondent in Kasova claims
that they would start buying at autharized stores, while
at the other extreme, this answer is mentioned the least
in Montenegro and Bosnia and Herzegovina. Slightly over
one-fifth of those who buy illegal tobacco products in
Croatia think that if they could not buy tobacco products
at their usual place of purchase, they would quit smaoking.
In contrast, this answer is given the least in Kosovao, Bosnia
and Herzegovina, and North Macedonia.

In the survey, we also investigated what would mativate
smokers to stop buying on the gray market. Slightly
above two-thirds of respondents say that the main
motivation factor to stop buying on the gray market
would be an improvement in their standard of living.

This share ranges fram 78 percent of respondents in
Montenegro to 21 percentin Slovenia. The second most
given reason was quitting smoking (34 percent]. People
in Kosovo and Slovenia are the maost likely to say that
quitting smoking would be motivation to stop buying on
the gray market. Health concerns would be motivation
for almast a fifth of respondents. Respondents are the
most likely to identify health concerns as an impartant
motivation factor to stop buying on the gray market
in North Macedaonia. Around 5 percent of respandents
hold the view that greater punishments for purchases
an the gray market would motivate them to stop buying
illegal tobacco products, while 4 percent say they would
be motivated to stop buying on the gray market if their
usual supplier stopped working (Figure 1.25].

There are substantial country-level differences in the
proportion of respondents who think greater punishments
for purchases an the gray market would mativate them to
stop buying illegal tobacco products. Kosovo stands out
with the highest propartion of respondents thinking so
(30.3 percent), followed by North Macedonia [11 percent],
Serhia [11 percent], and Slovenia (8 percent]. Conversely,
in Croatia, Bosnia and Herzegovina, and Montenegro less
than 2 percent of respondents say that they would stop
buying on the gray market if punishments were greater.
The propaortion of respandents who think a decrease in
cigarette prices on the legal market would motivate them

Figure 1.24: Preferred alternatives for smokers who could no longer buy illicit tobacco products at their usual point of sale
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to stop buying on the gray market is negligible in all of
the countries, ranging from 0.1 percent in Montenegro
to 0.7 percent in Bosnia and Herzegavina.

Figure 1.25: Motivation for exiting the gray market of tobacco
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1.6 [Un)acceptability of certain practices
in illicit tobacco trade

In order to measure public opinion on the acceptability
ar unacceptability of various behaviors related to illegal
purchase of tobacco products, all respondents were asked
torate various practices in illicit tobacco trade on a scale
of 1to 5, where 1 means completely unacceptable and 5
means completely acceptable. The rated practices were:
purchase of tobacca directly from farmers; purchase of
gray market tobacco; purchase of cigarettes without tax
stamps; purchase of counterfeit brands of cigarettes;
purchase of stolen cigarettes; purchase of cigarettes of
unknown brands without tax stamps; tax evasion and
evasion of excise duties on tobaccao products. Summary
results for all countries are presented in Figure 1.26 and
reveal that citizens have an overall negative opinion on
illicit tobacco trade. The great majority of respondents in
all countries find that various behaviars related to illegal
purchase of tobacco products are not acceptable.

The majority of citizens, over 80 percent, think that it is
unacceptable to purchase stolen cigarettes, counterfeit
brands of cigarettes, and unknown brands of cigarettes

without tax stamps, or to avoid taxes or excise duties
on tobacco products. Citizens also have a negative
apinion, although to a lesser extent, towards purchasing
cigarettes without tax stamps (76 percent). According to
the opinion of 69 percent of citizens, purchasing tobacco
products on the gray market is not acceptable. Slightly
less than half of the respondents think that purchasing
tobacco directly from farmers is unacceptable behavior
(Figure 1.26).

Figure 1.26: Unacceptahility of certain practices in illicit
tobacco trade in the seven countries
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As could be expected, non-smokers are more rigorous in
assessing the acceptability of practices inillegal tobacco
trade than smokers. This applies to all analyzed practices.
When only the categories of smokers are observed, it is
interesting to note that smokers who buy cigarettes
on the illegal market do not think that buying tobacco
products directly from farmers, purchasing on the gray
tobacco market, and purchasing cigarettes without tax
stamps are unacceptable behaviors.

The next part of the repart provides a mare detailed
analysis by country for each of the rated behaviars.

Purchasing counterfeit brands of cigarettes is
unacceptable and completely unacceptable for the
great majority of respandents in all countries [Figure
1.27). Kosovo and North Macedonia stand out with the
highest proportion of respondents giving this response, 98
percent and 92 percent, respectively. In other countries,
this proportion ranges from 73 percent in Slovenia to 84
percent in Bosnia and Herzegovina.




Figure 1.27: Purchase of counterfeit brands of cigarettes
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Data analysis by smoking status of respondent shows
that the proportion of non-smokers who find this type
of behavior unacceptable and completely unacceptable
varies from 76 percent in Slovenia to 98 percent in
Kosaovo. The propartion of smokers who consider this type
of behavior unacceptable or completely unacceptable
varies from 67 percent in Slovenia to 98 percent in
Narth Macedonia. Interestingly, purchasing counterfeit
brands of cigarettes is also unacceptable and completely
unacceptahle for the great majority of illicit smokers in
all countries. Kosovo stands out here with 99 percent
of illicit tobacco users who find this way of purchasing
tobacco products unacceptable.

Figure 1.28: Purchase of stolen cigarettes

The overwhelming majority of all respondents in
seven countries (86 percent] consider purchase of
stolen cigarettes to be unacceptable and completely
unacceptahle, while 5 percent find this type of behavior
acceptahble (Figure 1.28). If we look at the results by
caountry, purchase of stolen cigarettes is unacceptable
ar completely unacceptable for the great majority of all
respondents. The highest proportion of respondents who
think so is seenin Kosova (96 percent), followed by North
Macedonia (91 percent] and Bosnia and Herzegovina
(86 percent].
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Figure 1.29: Purchase of tobacco directly from farmers
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Data analysis by smoking status of respondents shows
that at least 80 percent of respondents who declared
themselves as non-smokers caonsider purchase of
stolen cigarettes to be unacceptable or completely
unacceptahle in all countries. The highest proportion of
non-smokers who think that purchase of stolen cigarettes
is unacceptable and completely unacceptable is seen
in Kosovao {97 percent]. Kosovao also stands out with 89
percent of smokers who think that purchasing stolen
cigarettes is unacceptable or completely unacceptable.
The lowest proportion of smokers who find this type of
behavior unacceptable and completely unacceptable is
seen in Maontenegro (68 percent).

Figure 1.30: Purchase of tobacco products on the gray market

As noted previously, less than half of all respondents
agree and agree completely that purchase of tobacco
directly from farmers is unacceptable, while a third of
them find this type of behavior acceptable [Figure 1.29].
Respondents from Kosovo are the most likely to agree that
purchasing tobacco directly from farmers is unacceptable,
followed by respondents from North Macedonia, Serbia, and
Montenegro. Conversely, Slavenia and Croatia stand out
with a higher proportion of respondents who find this type
of behaviar acceptahle, 50 and 49 percent, respectively.

Data analysis by smoking status of respondents shows
that in four of seven countries, mare than two-thirds of
non-smokers consider this behavior unacceptable. The
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highest propartions among the respondents agreeing
so are found in Montenegro and North Macedania. When
smokers of illegally purchased tobacco products are
asked whether they find purchasing tobacco directly
from farmers to be acceptahble, as much as 87 percent
say yes. This propaortion ranges from over seven in ten
respondents in Kosavg, Slovenia, and Serbia to more
than nine in ten respondents in Bosnia and Herzegovina.

The majarity of all respondents (68 percent] also consider
purchase of gray market tobacco to be unacceptable,
while only less than 4 percent consider it to be acceptable
and completely acceptable (Figure 1.30]. In all countries,
more than two-thirds of respondents consider purchasing
gray market tobacco to be unacceptable. North Macedonia
has the highest propaortion of respondents whao think sg,
almost nine in ten respondents.

Data analysis by smoking status of respondents shows
that in all countries, purchasing gray market tobacco
is unacceptable for the majority of respondents who
declared themselves as non-smakers. The proportion of
non-smokers who find this type of behavior unacceptable
and completely unacceptable varies from 66 percent in
Kosovo to 89 percent in North Macedonia.

Differences in attitudes across countries are more
pronounced when observing the smoking population.
Purchasing tobacco products on the gray market is
unacceptable for 81 percent of North Macedonian

Figure 1.31: Purchase of cigarettes without tax stamps

respondents who declared themselves as smakers,
followed by 72 percent of smokers in Kosovo and 60
percentin Serbia. The lowest proportions of smokers who
find this type of behavior unacceptahle and completely
unacceptahble are seen in Bosnia and Herzegovina (46
percent).

Selling cut tohacco and empty cigarette tubes at an open market, Skopje,
April 2018.

Author: Maruska Vizek.
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cigarettes without tax stamps is unacceptable for the
majority of respondents in all countries. The proportion
of respondents who consider this type of behavior to be
unacceptable ranges from 86 percent in North Macedonia
to 60 percent in Bosnia and Herzegavina (Figure 1.31).

Data analysis by smoking status of respondents shows
that the proportion of non-smokers who find this type of
behavior unacceptable varies from 61 percent in Slovenia
to 97 percentin Kosova. If we look at the smokers’ answers
to this question by country, the propartion of those who
cansider purchasing cigarettes without tax stamps to be
unacceptable is slightly lower. The highest proportion of
those giving this answer is seen in Kosovo (89 percent].

Eight in ten of all respondents consider purchase of
cigarettes of unknown brands without tax stamps
to be unacceptable, while only less than 8 percent of
respondents consider it to be acceptahble (Figure 1.32].
Purchase of cigarettes of unknown brands without tax
stamps is an unacceptable practice for the majority of
respondents in all countries. The share of respondents
who find this practice unacceptable ranges fram 97
percent in Kosovo to 61 percent in Slovenia.

Data analysis by smoking status of respondents shows
that the proportion of smokers who find this behavior
unacceptahble ranges from 95 percent in Kosavao to 59
percent in Slovenia.

The opinion of the majority of respandents indicates that
tax evasion and evasion of excise duties on tobacco
products are unacceptable in all countries [Figure 1.33].
Kosavo and North Macedonia stand out with the highest
share of all respondents who think so, 96 percent and
91 percent, respectively. In other countries, this share
ranges from 70 percent in Croatia to 80 percent in Serbia.

Smuggled cigarettes with no tax stamps in Bosnia and Herzegovina.

Source: Grude Online.

Figure 1.32: Purchase of cigarettes of unknown brands without tax stamps
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Figure 1.33: Tax evasion and evasion of excise duties on tobacco products
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Although tax evasion and evasion of excise duties on
tobacco products are unacceptable for the majority of
respondents who declared themselves as smaokers in all
of the countries, there are some country-level differences.
The share of smaokers wha find tax evasion on tobacco
products unacceptable ranges from 92 percent in Kosova
to 55 percent in Croatia. When it comes to the same
apinion of non-smakers, the highest shares are seen in
Kosovo and North Macedonia, 98 percent and 93 percent,
respectively. In other countries, this share ranges from 78
percentin Croatia to 87 percentin Bosnia and Herzegovina.

1.7 Perceptions of negative impact
of tobacco gray market

This part of the report presents the survey results reflecting
citizens’ attitudes towards the consequences of illegal
tobacco trade on the ecanomic situation in the country,
as well asits effects on individuals and saciety. The survey
results confirm that the majority of citizens recognize the
negative effects of the tobacco gray market (Figure 1.34].

The results show that 67 percent of all respondents from
seven countries agree that the tobacco gray market
causes substantial damages to the state budget. Overall,
the results in the seven countries show that 61 percent
of smokers and 70 percent of non-smakers agree with
the statement that the gray market of tobacco products
causes substantial damage to the state budget [Figure

1.35]. As could be expected, much mare smaokers whao
buy tobacco products on the legal market agree with this
statement than those who purchase tobacco products
an the gray tobacco market.

Figure 1.34: Citizens’ perceptions regarding tobacco gray
market’s impact on society and ecoanomy
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In the opinion of the majority of respondents, the gray
market of tohacco products causes substantial damage to
the state budget in all countries. Notably, North Macedonia,
Serbia, and Croatia stand out with the highest share of
respondents agreeing or completely agreeing with this
statement, 77 percent, 69 percent, and 68 percent,
respectively. In other countries, this share ranges from
58 percent in Montenegro to 66 percent in Bosnia and
Herzegovina.




Figure 1.35: Gray market of tobacco products causes substantial damage to the state budget
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Analysis of respondents’ attitudes according to their
smoking status [smaokers vs. non-smaokers] shows that,
in all countries, more than 6 in 10 of all non-smokers
think that the gray market of tobacco products causes
substantial damage to the state budget. The share of
non-smokers who agree with this statement ranges from
77 percentin North Macedonia to 66 percent in Slovenia.
The highest share of non-smaokers who do not think that
the gray market of tobacco products causes substantial
damage to the state budget is found in Bosnia and
Herzegavina (19 percent of respondents]. This is quite
interesting considering that Bosnia and Herzegovina is
amang the countries with larger smoking prevalence and
larger share of smokers buying tobacco products on the

gray market compared to the other analyzed countries.
When it comes to smokers’ attitudes, the share of those
agreeing that the gray market of tobacco products causes
substantial damage to the state budget ranges from 78
percentin North Macedaonia to 45 percent in Montenegro.

In the opinion of the majority of respondents, the gray
market of tobacco products causes considerable damage
to society. About 62 percent of all respondents in seven
countries think that the tobacco gray market causes
considerable damage to society (Figure 1.36]. 56 percent
of smokers and 66 percent of non-smokers agree and
agree completely with this statement. More than half
of the smakers of legally purchased tohacco products

Figure 1.36: Gray market of tobacco products causes considerable damage to society
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agree with this statement, while only around a quarter
of smokers who purchase tobacco products on the gray
market agree. 43 percent of smokers of illegally purchased
tobacco products disagree and completely disagree that
the gray market of tobacco products causes considerable
damage to society.

In all countries, the majority of respondents whao declared
themselves as non-smokers agree or completely agree
with this statement. This propartion ranges from more
than five in ten respondents in Kosovo tao less than eight
in ten respondents in North Macedaonia. When it comes
to the attitudes of the smoking population, country-level
differences are even more pronounced. The highest
proportions of those who agree that the gray market of
tobacco products causes considerable damage to society
are found in North Macedonia (78 percent]. On the other
hand, less than half of the smokers polled in Slovenia,
Mantenegro, and Croatia think the same.

Every second respandent recognizes that there is a link
between the tohacco gray market and other forms of crime
and believes that the gray market of tobacco products
causes an increase in other forms of crime. 50 percent
of smokers and 56 percent of non-smaokers agree with
this statement (Figure 1.37]. 54 percent of smokers of
legally purchased tobacco products agree and completely
agree that the gray market of tobacco products causes
anincrease in other forms of crime. The share of smaokers
buying tobacco products on the gray market who agree
with this statement is much lower. Thus, 23 percent of

smokers of illegally purchased tohacco products agree that
the gray market of tobacco products causes an increase
in other forms of crime, while 48 percent disagree.

Comparing the results country-by-country, the share
of respondents who believe there is a link between the
tobacco gray market and other forms of crime ranges
between 73 percent in North Macedaonia and 45 percent
in Slovenia. Interestingly, as much as 38 percent of
respondents in Bosnia and Herzegovina disagree with
this statement.

Country-level differences are also present when it comes
to the opinions of smokers. At least seven out of ten
smakers in North Macedonia think that the gray market
of tobacco products causes an increase in ather forms
of crime, followed by 53 percent of smokers in Kosovo
and 51 percent of smokers in Serbia. At the same time,
this statement is supported by less than half of the
smokers in Bosnia and Herzegovina (44 percent], Croatia
(43 percent], Montenegro (41 percent]), and Slovenia
(36 percent]. Interestingly, in Bosnia and Herzegavina,
Croatia, and Slovenia there are significant percentages
of smokers wha disagree and disagree completely with
this statement, 42 percent, 35 percent, and 34 percent,
respectively.

Less than half of the citizens, 39 percent of them,
think that purchase of gray market tobacco products
causes loss of jobs in the country, while around a third
of the respondents disagree (Figure 1.38]. 37 percent

Figure 1.37: Gray market of tobacco products causes an increase in other forms of crime
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Figure 1.38: Purchase of gray market tobacco products causes loss of jobs in the country
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of smokers and 41 percent of non-smokers agree and
agree completely with this statement. Aimost 40 percent
of smaokers whao purchase tobacco products on the legal
market and 12 percent of those who purchase tobacco
products on the gray market agree that purchase of gray
market tobacco products causes loss of jobs. More than
half of the smokers who purchase tobacco products on
the gray market disagree with this statement.

With the exception of North Macedonia, where mare than
6 in 10 respondents agree or campletely agree with this
statement, the proportion of respondents sharing this
apinion is significantly lower in all other countries. The
share of respondents who believe that the gray market
of tobacco products causes loss of jobs ranges from 17
percent in Kosovo to 46 percent in Serhia. The share of
respondents who disagree with the statement ranges from
13 percent in North Macedonia to 45 percent in Kosovo.

The majarity of respondents in seven countries (68
percent] have a negative perception of tobacco product
smuggling and believe that tobacco smuggling is an
integral part of organized crime. 64 percent of smokers
and 71 percent of non-smakers think that cigarette and
tobacco smuggling is part of organized crime. 67 percent
of smokers who purchase tobacco products on the legal
market and 37 percent of smokers who buy tobacco
products on the gray market think that cigarette and

tobacco smuggling is part of organized crime. A third of
smokers wha buy tobacco products on the gray market
do not have an opinion on this statement.

Figure 1.39: Respondents’ views of cigarette and tobacco
smuggling as part of organized crime
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The majority of respondents in all countries believe that
cigarette and tobacco smuggling is part of organized crime
(Figure 1.39]. North Macedonia and Slovenia stand out
here with 78 percent and 75 percent of all respondents
who agree or completely agree with this statement. In
other countries, this proportion ranges from 57 percent
in Montenegro ta 73 percent in Serbia (Figure 1.40].




Figure 1.40: Cigarette and tobacco smuggling is part of organized crime
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With the exception of Montenegro, where less than half
of the smokers agree with this statement, the proportion
of those supporting this opinion is in the majaority in all
other countries, ranging from 54 percent in Bosnia and
Herzegovina to 78 percent in North Macedonia. The share
of non-smaokers whao consider tobacco smuggling a part
of organized crime ranges from 79 percent in North
Macedania to 61 percent in Kosovo.

More than half of all respondents think that purchase of
gray market tobacco products is a criminal offense. 49
percent of smokers and 60 percent of non-smokers agree
or agree completely with this statement (Figure 1.41).

53 percent of smokers who purchase tobacco products
on the legal market and 19 percent of smokers who
purchase tobacco products on the gray market agree that
purchase of gray market tobacco products is a criminal
offense. 58 percent of smokers buying tobacco products
on the gray market disagree and disagree completely
with this statement.

There are clear country-level differences in this regard.
Thus, the majority of respondents in North Macedonia
(79 percent), Croatia (74 percent], Slovenia (66 percent],
and Serbia 55 percent] agree and completely agree with
this statement. Conversely, in Montenegro, Bosnia and

Figure 1.41: Purchase of gray market tobacco products is a criminal offense
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Herzegovina, and Kosovo less than half of all respondents
give this respanse, 44 percent, 39 percent, and 34 percent,
respectively. It was particularly interesting to see whether
smaokers whao buy tobacco products on the gray market
consider their action a criminal offense. The survey results
reveal that, with the exception of Croatia, where around
two-thirds of smokers who purchase tobacco products
on the gray market agree, the proportion of respondents
giving this respanse is in the minarity in all other countries,
and ranges from 8 percent in Montenegro to 39 percent
in North Macedaonia. Bosnia and Herzegovina stands out
with the highest percentage of respondents disagreeing
with this claim, as high as 82 percent.

47 percent of all respondents think that buyers of gray
market tobacco products are exposed to possible arrest.
44 percent of smokers and 49 percent of non-smakers
think so [Figure 1.42]. Only 20 percent of smaokers who
purchase tobacco products on the gray market think that
they are exposed to paossible arrest, while 54 percent
of them think that there are no such consequences for
purchasing tobacco products on the gray market.

With the exception of Croatia and North Macedonia, where
around two-thirds of all respondents agree or completely
agree with the statement that buyers of gray market
tobacco products are exposed to possible arrest, the
propaortion of respondents giving this response is below
50 percent in all other countries.

When considering only smaokers, with the exception of
Croatia and North Macedonia, where 66 percent and
62 percent of those polled agree and completely agree
with this statement, the proportion of smaokers giving
this answer in other countries ranges fram 31 percent
in Bosnia and Herzegovina to 46 percent in Slovenia. At
the same time, Bosnia and Herzegaovina stands out with
the highest percentage of respondents whao disagree
with this statement, 56 percent.

With the exception of Croatia, where mare than 6 in 10
illicit smokers say that they agree or completely agree
with the statement that buyers of gray market tobacco
products are exposed to possible arrest, in all other
countries the proportion of respondents giving this
response is significantly lower. Thus, in Montenegro 8
percent of those polled agree with this statement, while
in other countries this proportion ranges from 12 percent
in Bosnia and Herzegovina to 46 percent in Slovenia. At
the same time, Bosnia and Herzegovina stands out with
the highest propartion of illicit smokers who disagree or
completely disagree with this statement.

Slightly maore than half of the respondents from the
seven analyzed countries disagree with the statement
that there is nothing wrong with purchasing gray market
tobacco products. Expectedly, this share is larger among
non-smokers than smaokers (Figure 1.43]. 46 percent of
smakers and 59 percent of non-smokers disagree with

Figure 1.42: Buyers of gray market tobacco products are exposed to possible arrest
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this statement. Analysis by type of smoker shows that
as much as three-quarters of smokers who buy tobacco
products on the gray market see nothing wrang in their
action.

Figure 1.43: There is nothing wrong with purchasing gray
market tobacco products
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Source: Survey data.

Analysis by country shows that North Macedonia and
Slovenia stand out with the highest proportion of those
who think that purchasing gray market tobacco products is
wrong behavior (65 percent and 60 percent, respectively].
At the same time, respondents from Kosovo are mare likely

to have no opinion about the statement (42 percent].
Conversely, Bosnia and Herzegaovina has the highest
proportion of respaondents who see nothing wrong in
purchasing tobacco products on the gray market (35
percent] (Figure 1.44).

More than half of all respondents think that selling
cigarettes on the gray market is not sanctioned enough.
50 percent of smokers and 61 percent of non-smokers
think that selling cigarettes on the gray market is not
sanctioned enough. 53 percent of non-illicit smokers and
25 percent of illicit smokers agree and agree completely
with the statement. 40 percent of illicit smokers do not
have an opinion on this statement [Figure 1.45].

In all except twao countries, the majority of citizens think
that selling cigarettes on the gray market is not sanctioned
enough. The highest proportions of those supporting this
opinion are found in North Macedonia and Bosnia and
Herzegavina. If only respondents who declared themselves
as smokers are considered, North Macedaonia stands out
with the highest proportion of respondents who support
this statement, followed by Bosnia and Herzegavina and
Serbia (Figure 1.46).

Figure 1.44: There is nothing wrong with purchasing gray market tobacco products
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Figure 1.45: Selling cigarettes on the gray market is not
sanctioned enough
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Finally, the respondents were asked who is mostly
responsible for the present condition of the gray market
of tobacco products in the country. Slightly above five in
ten respondents think the state is the most responsible
for the present condition of the gray market of tobacco
products in the country. According to the opinion of 13
percent of all respondents, the state inspectarate is the
most responsible, followed by the police (8 percent] and
customs administration 7 percent]. Less than 2 percent
of all respondents think that tobacco producers are the
most responsible for the present condition of the gray
market of tobacco products.

10 tons of illicit cut tobacco confiscated in Zagreb, December 2018.

Figure 1.46: Selling cigarettes on the gray market is not sanctioned enough

Photo: Zagreb Palice.
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Figure 1.47: Responsibility for the present condition of the gray
market of tobacco products in the country
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Source: Survey data.

1.8 General public opinion about
the tobacco gray market

The respondents were also asked to express their general
views about the tobacco gray market. The general opinion
of most of the citizens across the analyzed seven countries
is that smokers sometimes buy gray market tobacco
products. As much as 71 percent of all respondents share
this opinion, and the opinion is widespread regardless of
the smaoking status of the respondent [Figure 1.48]. Bosnia
and Herzegovina stands out with the highest proportion of
respondents (81 percent] who agree or completely agree
with the statement. In other countries, this share ranges
fram 62 percent in Slavenia to 75 percent in Croatia.

Figure 1.48: Smokers sometimes buy gray market tobacco products

Around 39 percent of all respondents think that if there
were no gray market of tobacco products, people would
be smoking less, while 40 percent of all respondents think
that the gray market of tobacco products has an impact
an the smaking frequency (Figure 1.49]. Expectedly,
more non-smokers than smaokers agree with the claim
that people would be smaking less if there were no gray
market of tobacco products. However, almast half of the
smakers whao buy tobacco products on the gray market
disagree with this statement.

Bosnia and Herzegovina stands out with the highest
proportion of respondents who think that there is a link
between the gray market of tobacco products and the
smaking frequency, 66 percent. Conversely, the highest
proportions of those whao disagree or completely disagree
with this statement are found in North Macedaonia and
Slovenia, 61 percent and 58 percent, respectively.

Mare than half of the citizens generally think that not all
smokers can afford legal tobacco products. The view that
the prices of tobacco products are too high and that not
all smokers can afford to buy them on the legal market is
particularly pronounced among smokers whao purchase
tobacco products on the gray market. Thus, three out
of four smokers whao buy tobacco products on the gray
market think that not all smaokers can afford legal tobacco
products [Figure 1.50].
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With the exception of Kosovo and Slovenia, where less
than half of all citizens agree with the statement, the
proportion of those who do agree with itis in the majarity
in all other countries. Bosnia and Herzegovina stands out
with 79 percent of those who share the opinion, followed
by Serbia (71 percent] and Croatia [66 percent]. When it
comes to the attitudes of smokers, the vast majority of
smokers in Bosnia and Herzegaovina, Croatia, and Serbia
agree or completely agree with this statement, 80 percent,
77 percent, and 71 percent, respectively.

Mare than half of the citizens generally recognize tobacco
as an important crop in their country (Figure 1.51].

Figure 1.50: Not all smaokers can afford legal tobacco products

Therefare, 52 percent of all citizens think that tobacco
should be grown as an important crop in their country.
With the exception of Slovenia and Montenegro, where
less than a third of the citizens agree with this statement,
the proportion of those giving this response is in the
majority in the other countries, ranging fram 54 percent
in Croatia to 79 percent in North Macedonia. Interestingly,
in Montenegro the largest proportion of smokers does
not have a particular opinion on this statement, 35
percent of them.

In Slovenia, almost half of the citizens think that tobacco
is not an important crop. However, data on smoking
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Figure 1.51: Tobacco should be grown as an important crop in the country
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prevalence and international trade of tobacco products
offer two explanations for such an apinion of the Slovenian
citizens. First, smaoking prevalence in Slovenia is lower
thanin the other analyzed countries and most Slovenian
smokers mainly purchase tobacco products at points
of sale within the country. Second, Slovenian tobacco
exports are rather small and Slovenia is a net impaorter
of tobacco products.

The respondents also gave their opinion about the origin
of tobacco products on the gray market. Average data
for the analyzed countries indicate that around a third
of the citizens disagree with the statement that tobacco

products on the gray market are mostly of domestic
origin. Interestingly, it seems that citizens do not consider
this issue very important. As much as 39 percent of
smaokers and 44 percent of non-smokers do not have
an opinion on this statement (Figure 1.52].

Slovenia stands out with the majority of respondents
disagreeing with the statement that tobacco products
an the gray market are mastly of domestic origin, which
corresponds with the previous statement about the
impartance of tobacco as a crop in their country. On the
other hand, Bosnia and Herzegovina stands out with the

Figure 1.52: Tobacco products on the gray market are mostly of domestic origin
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largest percentage of respondents who think that tobacco
products on the gray market are mastly of domestic arigin.

There are more pronounced country-level differences when
it comes to the attitudes of smokers of tobacco products
purchased on the gray market. In Slovenia the majority of
illicit smokers disagree or completely disagree with this
statement (68 percent], in Serhia the majority of them do
not have an opinion on this [59 percent], while in Bosnia
and Herzegovina the majority of illicit smokers agree or
completely agree with this statement (53 percent]. In
North Macedaonia and Croatia, the largest percentage of
illicit smaokers supports this statement, 46 percent and
38 percent, respectively.

Generally, almost half of the citizens in the analyzed
countries think that most smuggled cigarettes and
tobacco come from areas near the border and around
a third of them have no opinion on this (Figure 1.53].
On average, 52 percent of smaokers whao buy tobacco
products at legal places of purchase and 39 percent of
those who purchase tobacco products on the gray market
think that most smuggled cigarettes and tobacco come
from areas near the border.

In three out of seven countries, the majarity of respondents
agree or completely agree with the statement that most
smuggled cigarettes and tobacco come from areas near
the border. In Bosnia and Herzegaovina 64 percent of
respondents think that maost smuggled cigarettes and
tobacco come from areas near the border, in Croatia 62
percent think sg, and in North Macedonia 52 percent. The
lowest proportion of respondents giving this respanse is
seen in Slovenia, 39 percent.

Bosnia and Herzegovina stands out with the highest
proportion of smaokers who agree with this statement,
followed by Croatia, Kosovo, and North Macedonia.

With the exception of Bosnia and Herzegovina and Croatia,
where the majority of illicit smaokers think that maost
smuggled cigarettes and tohacco come from areas near
the border (69 percent and 62 percent, respectively],
the proportion of respondents giving this response is
significantly lower in the other countries. Montenegro
and Slovenia stand out with the lowest propartion of illicit
smokers agreeing with this statement, 19 percent and 20
percent, respectively. At the same time, North Macedonia
and Serbia stand out with the highest propartion of illicit
smokers whao do not have a particular opinion on this, 66
percent and 56 percent, respectively.

Figure 1.53: Most smuggled cigarettes and tobacco come from areas near the border
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2 Tobacco industry
and trade

2.1 Regional overview

Balkan countries have been producers of tobacco leaves
and manufactured tobacco products for centuries.
Production of tobacco leaves has its specific features
and problems, which vary in each analyzed country. Below
we pravide a description of the types of tobacco grown
in Bosnia and Herzegovina, a country once known as a
major producer and trader of tobacco leaves and cut
tobacca in the region.

Tobacco production in Bosnia and Herzegovina has a
centuries-old tradition, and organized production has
lasted for almost 140 years. Tobacco was the most
impartant crop and one of the most important economic
activities in Herzegaovina for a long time. In some parts
of Bosnia, tobacco was also a very important crop. Three
types of tobacco are grown in Baosnia and Herzegovina:
Virginia and Burley in Bosnia and Herzegovinian Ravnjak in
Herzegovina. Virginia and Burley, as global tobaccao types,
participate in trade on waorld markets, while Herzegavinian
Ravnjakis a local type of tobacco whose market is limited
(Beljo, Herceg, & Nurkic, 2016, pp. 49-50].

Dry tobacco leaf, farm in Virovitica, Croatia, November 2017.

Author: Jelena Mihalj.

Tobacca leaf cultivation and production of tobacco leaves
(unmanufactured tobacco] include the growing of tohaccag,
preliminary processing, harvesting, and drying of tobacco

leaves. Analysis of the tobacco agricultural sector is beyond
the scope of this study, although it constitutes part of
the tobaccao sector in the region. Tobacco smuggling
and gray market transactions explored in this study
refer to tobacco manufactured products. They include
the manufacture of tobacco products and products
of tobacco substitutes, cigarettes, cigarette tobacco,
cigars, pipe tobacco, cured stemmed or striped tobacco
leaves, smoking tobacco, other manufactured tobacco,
and tobacco extracts and essences.

Data on tobacco manufacturing in the region show that

three countries in the region produce tobacco products:
Serbia, North Macedaonia, and Croatia (Figure 2.1).

Figure 2.1: Tobacco manufacturing in the region, 2017
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substitutes - data not available because rated as “confidential” for

North Macedonia and Bosnia and Herzegovina. Smoking tobacco - data
not available because rated as “confidential” for Serbia and Bosnia and
Herzegovina. Manufactured tobacco - data not available because rated as
“confidential” for Bosnia and Herzegovina.

Source: Statistics on the production of manufactured goods, Eurostat.
Eurostat data are not available for Kosovo and Bosnia and Herzegovina.

The data on tobacco production are incomplete. Due to
the missing “confidential” data, there are no records on
existing production for Bosnia and Herzegovina. There
are no Eurostat statistical data on tobacco production
far Kosovo either. In Slovenia and Montenegro, official
statistics show there is no national tobacco production.
Despite some missing data, Serbia stands as the major
producer in the region with value of production of about
EUR 284 million, followed by North Macedania with its
production of manufactured tobacco. Croatia is the only
analyzed country with full coverage in the Eurostat dataset.
Croatia stands as a producer of tobacco products in all
three observed categories: cigarettes, manufactured
tobacco, and smoking tobacco (to a lesser extent].




Map 2.1: Tobacco imports from the region
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Internationally comparable data on tobacco production
for the seven analyzed countries in the region are
missing. If the production is not properly recorded in
official statistics, part of the production might remain
unrecorded and end up on the gray market.

Mutual tobaccao trade is evident in the region. The main
importer from other countries in the region is Kosovo with
over EUR 62 million of tobacco imports in 2017. Slovenia
and Croatia recorded low values of tobaccao imports from
regional trading partners (Map 2.1].

Serbia, Croatia, and North Macedonia are, on the other
hand, important tobacco exparters to other countries in
the region (Map 2.2]. Serbian annual exports to regional
tobacco trade partners amount to over EUR 40 million,
which is significantly higher than the exports of Bosnia
and Herzegavina, Slovenia, and Montenegro [below EUR
4 million in 2017). Kosovo does not expart tobacco
products at all.




llegal Trade of Tobiceo Praducts:
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Map 2.2: Tobhacco exports to the region
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Three countries have a positive trade balance in tobacco Figure 2.2: Tobacco trade balance within the region, 2017
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Insight into the total international tobacco trade by
country gives a completely different picture. The analyzed
countries trade in tobaccao products with other trading
partners from the EU and overseas, which contributes
to the higher and positive total tobacco trade balance
for North Macedania (EUR 103 million] and Serbia (EUR
80 million] (Figure 2.3].

Figure 2.3: Tobacco trade balance, 2017
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Source: ITC calculations based on UN COMTRADE.

Slovenia and Kosovag, followed by Bosnia and Herzegovina
and Montenegro, are net importers of tobacco products.
The structure of legal tobacco trade is quite different for
all the countries in the region, so it is worth illustrating
their tobacco trade profile.

2.2 Croatia

Analyzing Croatia’s market position in tobacco trade
within the Western Balkan countries, it is evident that
Croatia is a net exporter.

In 2017, Croatia exported EUR 23 million of tobacco
products to the Western Balkan countries, which is 20.3
percent of its total tobacco exports®. The Croatian trade
balance in tobacco products with the Western Balkan
countries is extremely positive. The trade surplus in 2017
was EUR 20.6 million.

In the structure of Croatian tobacco exports to the Western
Balkan countries, the largest share is made up of cigarettes
(82 percent], followed by unmanufactured tobacco (16
percent] and tobacco extracts and essences (2 percent].
However, it isimpartant to note that the export structure

in the period from 2001 to 2017 changed in favor of
unmanufactured tobacco. During this period, the share
of unmanufactured tobacco in total exports increased
from 1 percent to 16 percent. At the same time, the
share of cigarettes decreased from 39 percent to 82
percent (Figure 2.4].

In the import structure, cigarettes also prevail. They
account for 62 percent of the total Croatian imports of
tobacco products from the Western Balkan countries.
Unmanufactured tobacco follows, with a share of 38
percent (Figure 2.5].

Figure 2.4: Croatia’s tobacco exports to the Western Balkan
countries by product in 2017
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Source: Authors’ calculations based on UN COMTRADE and ITC statistics.

Figure 2.5: Croatia’s tobacco imports from the Western Balkan
countries by product in 2017
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Although the Western Balkan countries account far a
relatively large share of Croatia’s total tobacco product

* However, the EU-15 is the most important export destination for Croatian tohacco products. In 2017, Croatia exported 60.2 percent of its total tohacco

exports to EU-15 countries.




exports, trend analysis shows that exports to the Western
Balkan countries have been declining. At the same time,
exports to EU countries, as well as to other markets, have
been increasing.

In the period from 2001 to 2017, Croatian tobacco exports
to the Western Balkan countries decreased by an annual
average of 7.7 percent, from EUR 88.2 million to EUR 23
million. Among the analyzed Western Balkan countries,
Croatia exports the most tobacco products to Basnia and
Herzegovina (Figure 2.6). The main reason for significant
export decreases to the Western Balkan countries lies
in the drop in Croatian tobacco exports to Bosnia and
Herzegaovina. In the period from 2001 to 2017, Croatia’s
exports of tobacco products to Bosnia and Herzegovina
fell from EUR 51.2 million to EUR 8.8 million.

Figure 2.6: Croatia’s tobacco exports to the Western Balkan
countries by market in 2017
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Source: Authars’ calculations based on UN COMTRADE and ITC statistics.

Figure 2.7: Croatia’s tobacco imports from the Western Balkan
countries by market in 2017
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Source: Authors’ calculations based on UN COMTRADE and ITC statistics.

Croatian tobacco imports from the Western Balkan
countries were low and rather stable (Figure 2.8]). Most
of Croatia’s tobacco imports originate from Serhia (43
percent] and Slovenia (38 percent] (Figure 2.7).

Figure 2.8: Croatia’s tobacco trade with the Western Balkan
countries
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Source: Authars’ calculations based on UN COMTRADE and ITC statistics.

Despite the significant decline in tobacco exports to
the Western Balkan countries, Croatia continues to hold
a relatively good position in these markets in terms
of positive trade balance (Figure 2.9]. The total trade
surplus with the Western Balkan countries in 2017 was
EUR 20.6 million.

Figure 2.9: Croatia’s tobacco trade balance with the Western
Balkan countries in 2017
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In almost all Western Balkan markets and product groups,
Croatia has comparative advantages measured by the
revealed comparative advantages (RCA] indicator® (Figure

2 For RCA methodology see Balassa [1965].




2.10). Comparative advantages are not present in the trade
of unmanufactured tobacco on the markets of Bosnia and
Herzegovina and Slovenia (the RCA indicator is negative].

Figure 2.10: RCA indicator for Croatia’s tobacco trade with the
Western Balkan countries

S|

|
=
o

RCA indicator (absolute values)

1
=
a

B Unmanufactured tobacco
M Cigarettes
M Tobacco extracts and essences

Source: Authors’ calculations based on UN COMTRADE and ITC statistics.

2.3 Bosnia and Herzegovina

Bosnia and Herzegovina is a tobacco net importer. In
2017, Bosnia and Herzegovina imported EUR 29.3 million
of tobacco products fraom the Western Balkan countries
(80 percent of total tobacco imports). The trade balance
of Bosnia and Herzegovina in tobacco products with the
Western Balkan countries is extremely negative. The trade
deficitin 2017 was EUR 25.8 millian.

In 2017, Bosnia and Herzegovina exported EUR 3.5 million
of tobacco products to the Western Balkan countries.
Cigarettes account for 98 percent of both exparts and
imports of Bosnia and Herzegovina with the countries
in the region.

Although the Western Balkan countries account far a
relatively large share of the total impaort structure, trend
analysis shows that impaorts of tobacco products fram
the Western Balkan countries significantly declined in
the observed period (Figure 2.11]. The same trend exists
forimports from EU countries and other markets. Import
reduction was particularly pronounced during and after
the global economic crisis in 2008. These trends could
indicate a drop in consumption of tobacco products an
the domestic market, an increase in domestic tobacco
praduction, or an increase in buying on the gray market.

In absolute terms, in the 2008-2017 period, total tobacco
imports of Bosnia and Herzegovina fell from EUR 78.6
million to EUR 36.5 million, and imparts from the Western
Balkan countries fell from EUR 56.6 million to EUR 29.3
million. Amang the analyzed Western Balkan countries,
Bosnia and Herzegovina imports the most tobacco
products from Serhia (70 percent], Croatia (26 percent],
and Naorth Macedania (5 percent] [Figure 2.12].

Figure 2.11: Bosnia and Herzegovina's tobacco trade with the
Western Balkan countries
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Source: Authors’ calculations based on UN COMTRADE and ITC statistics.

Figure 2.12: Bosnia and Herzegavina's tabacco imports from the
Western Balkan countries by market in 2017
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Exports of tobacco products from Bosnia and Herzegovina
to the Western Balkan countries reduced significantly
after 2013 (Figure 2.13]. In the period from 2013 to
2017, exports decreased from EUR 8.5 million to EUR 3.5
million. In 2017, Baosnia and Herzegovina exported the
most to Montenegro (64 percent], Serhia (20 percent],
and North Macedania (13 percent).




Figure 2.13: Bosnia and Herzegovina’s tobacco exports to the
Western Balkan countries by market in 2017

Figure 2.15: RCA indicator for Bosnia and Herzegovina's tobacco
trade with the Western Balkan countries
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Source: Authors’ calculations based on UN COMTRADE and ITC statistics.

In 2017 Bosnia and Herzegovina had a negative balance
in tobacco trade with Serbia (EUR 19.6 million], Croatia
(EUR 7.4 million), and North Macedonia (EUR 1.0 million].
At the same time, the trade balance was positive with
Mantenegro (EUR 2.2 million] and Slavenia (EUR 58,000])
(Figure 2.14).

Figure 2.14: Bosnia and Herzegovina’s tobacco
trade balance with the Western Balkan
countries in 2017
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Source: Authors’ calculations based on UN COMTRADE and ITC statistics.

Taking into account that Bosnia and Herzegovina is a
net importer of tobacco products, it is not expected to
have significant comparative advantages on the Western
Balkan markets. Comparative advantages are only present
in the trade of unmanufactured tobacco on the Croatian
market and in the trade of cigarettes on the Montenegrin
and Slovenian markets [Figure 2.15].
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Source: Authors’ calculations based on UN COMTRADE and ITC statistics.

2.4 Kosovo

Kosova's tobacco trade is only based on impaorts and
Kosovo is an absolute net importer of tobacco products.
In 2017, imports of tobacco products in Kasovo amounted
to EUR 62.1 million. Trend analysis shows that after
reduced imports from 2013 to 2015, imports regained
momentum after 2015 and continued to gradually grow
until 2017 (Figure 2.16).

Figure 2.16: Kosovo's tobacco imports in the period
from 2010 to 2017
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Source: Authors’ calculations based on UN COMTRADE and ITC statistics.

The trade balance is negative in all the observed years
(2010-2017), while the trade deficit was the highest in
2017 and amounted to EUR 62.1 million.




2.5 Montenegro

In tobacco trade with the Western Balkan countries,
Montenegro is a net importer. In 2017, Montenegro
imported EUR 10.7 million of tobacco products from the
Western Balkan countries (68 percent of the total tobacco
imports of Montenegrao]. Montenegra’s trade balance in
tobacco products with the Western Balkan countries is
negative. The trade deficit in 2017 was EUR 10.2 million.

Of all the tobacco products, Montenegro imparts only
cigarettes from the Western Balkan countries, mostly
from Serbia (86.5 percent].

Montenegro’s tobacco exports to the Western Balkan
countries are very modest. In 2017, they amounted to
EUR 542,000. In the export structure, cigarettes account
for 61 percent, while unmanufactured tobacco accounts
for 39 percent of tobacco exports (Figure 2.17).

Figure 2.17: Montenegro’s tobacco exports to the Western
Balkan countries by product in 2017
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Source: Authors’ calculations based on UN COMTRADE and ITC statistics.

Mast of those exports ended up in Croatia (61 percent],
Naorth Macedaonia (27 percent], and Serbia (12 percent]
(Figure 2.18).

Analysis of the import trend shows that impaorts from the
Western Balkan countries significantly decreased in the
2009-2014 period. Serhia is Montenegro’s main import
partner in the region (Figure 2.19].

Figure 2.18: Montenegro’s tobacco exports to the Western
Balkan countries by market in 2017
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Source: Authars’ calculations based on UN COMTRADE and ITC statistics.

Figure 2.19: Montenegro’s tobacco imports from the Western
Balkan countries by market in 2017
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Source: Authors’ calculations based on UN COMTRADE and ITC statistics.

In relative terms, imports decreased by 43.4 percent in
the 2009-2014 period. After 2014, imports have been
gradually recovering. In the 2014-2017 periad, impaorts
increased by 24.1 percent (Figure 2.20).

Figure 2.20: Montenegro’s tobacco trade with the Western
Balkan countries
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Source: Authars’ calculations based on UN COMTRADE and ITC statistics.




Mantenegro has a negative tobacco trade balance with
nearly all Western Balkan countries (Figure 2.21]. The
higgest negative balance is with Serbia [EUR 9.2 million],
followed by Baosnia and Herzegaovina [EUR 842,000] and
Croatia (EUR 174,000]. North Macedonia is the only
Western Balkan country with which Mantenegro has a
positive trade balance in tobacco products.

Figure 2.21: Montenegro’s tobacco trade balance with the
Western Balkan countries in 2017
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Source: Authors’ calculations based on UN COMTRADE and ITC statistics.

Mantenegro has no comparative advantages in nearly
any product groups and markets in the Western Balkan
countries. Comparative advantages are only present in
the trade of unmanufactured tobacco on the markets of
North Macedaonia and Serbia (Figure 2.22].

Figure 2.22: RCA indicator for Montenegra’s tobacca trade with
the Western Balkan countries
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Source: Authars’ calculations based on UN COMTRADE and ITC statistics.

2.6 North Macedonia

In tobaccao trade with the Western Balkan countries, North
Macedania is a net importer. In 2017, North Macedonia
imported EUR 18.1 million of tobacco products from the
Western Balkan countries. At the same time, exparts to
the Western Balkan countries amounted to EUR 10.9
million. The trade balance of North Macedonia in tobacco
products with the Western Balkan countries is negative.
The trade deficit in 2017 was EUR 7.2 million.

Cigarettes prevail in the export structure (67 percent]. The
remaining third of exports is unmanufactured tobacco
(Figure 2.23).

Figure 2.23: North Macedonia’s tobacco exports to the Western
Balkan countries by product in 2017
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Source: Authors’ calculations based on UN COMTRADE and ITC statistics.

In the import structure, the largest share comes from
cigarettes (81 percent], followed by unmanufactured
tobacco (13 percent] and tobacco extracts and essences
(6 percent] (Figure 2.24]).

The main North Macedaonian trading partner in tobacco
products among the Western Balkan countries is Serhia.
Of the total tobacco exports to these markets, Narth
Macedaonia exports 60 percent to Serhia, 22.4 percent
to Croatia, and 13.2 percent to Bosnia and Herzegovina
(Figure 2.25].




Figure 2.24: North Macedonia’s tobacco imports from the
Western Balkan countries by product in 2017
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Figure 2.25: North Macedonia’s tobacco exports to the Western
Balkan countries by market in 2017
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Source: Authors’ calculations based on UN COMTRADE and ITC statistics.

North Macedonia imparts tobacco products mostly fram
Serhia (75 percent], followed by Croatia (22 percent]
and Bosnia and Herzegovina (2.6 percent] (Figure 2.26).

Figure 2.26: North Macedonia’s tobacco imports from the
Western Balkan countries by market in 2017
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Source: Authors’ calculations based on UN COMTRADE and ITC statistics.

Trend analysis for the 2001-2017 period shows that North
Macedonia’s pasition within the Western Balkan markets
changed from a net exporter to a net importer. In that
period, North Macedonian exports to the Western Balkan
countries decreased fram EUR 36.7 million to EUR 10.9
million. At the same time, imports increased fram EUR
5.5 million to EUR 18.1 million (Figure 2.27].

Figure 2.27: North Macedonia’s tobacco trade with the Western
Balkan countries
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Source: Authors’ calculations based on UN COMTRADE and ITC statistics.

North Macedonia had a negative balance in tobacco trade
with Serbia (EUR 7 million), Croatia (EUR 1.6 million], and
Mantenegro (EUR 17,000] in 2017 (Figure 2.28]. At the
same time, the trade balance was positive with Bosnia and
Herzegovina [EUR 970,000] and Slovenia (EUR 488,000).

Figure 2.28: North Macedonia’s tobacco trade balance with the
Western Balkan countries in 2017
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Source: Authars’ calculations based on UN COMTRADE and ITC statistics.

North Macedonia has comparative advantages on the
Western Balkan markets - in the trade of unmanufactured
tobacco on the Serbian market and in the trade of




cigarettes on the markets of Baosnia and Herzegovina
and Slovenia (Figure 2.29].

Figure 2.29: RCA indicator for North Macedonia’s tobacco trade
with the Western Balkan countries
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Figure 2.30: Serbia’s tobacco exports to the Western Balkan
countries by product in 2017
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2.7 Serbia

Analyzing Serbia’s market paosition in tobacco trade
within the Western Balkan countries, it is evident that
Serbia is a net exporter. In 2017, Serhbia exported EUR
40.1 million of tobacco products to the Western Balkan
countries. This is 15.7 percent of Serbia’s total tobacco
exports. The Serhian trade balance in tobacco products
with the Western Balkan countries is extremely positive.
The trade surplus in 2017 was EUR 31.5 million.

In the structure of Serbian tobacco exports to the
Western Balkan countries, the largest share comes
from cigarettes (97 percent]. The remaining product
groups (unmanufactured tobacco and tobacca extracts
and essences] have very small shares in the total export
structure. The share of tobacco extracts and essences
is 2 percent, and the share of unmanufactured tobacco
is 1 percent (Figure 2.30].

In the import structure, cigarettes again prevail, accounting
for 62 percent of the total Serbian imports of tobacco
products from the Western Balkan countries. The share
of unmanufactured tobacco in tobacco imports is 38
percent (Figure 2.31].

Source: Authors’ calculations based on UN COMTRADE and ITC statistics.

Figure 2.31: Serbia’s tobacco imports from the Western Balkan
countries by product in 2017
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Source: Authars’ calculations based on UN COMTRADE and ITC statistics.

Trend analysis shows that Serbia has strengthened its
position as a net exporter on the Western Balkan markets.
Thisis the result of a strong growth in exparts of Serbian
tobacco products on these markets over the last few
years. At the same time, impaorts have decreased. In the
2014-2017 period, Serbian exports of tobacco products
to the Western Balkan markets almast doubled. They grew
from EUR 20.1 million to EUR 40.1 million. On the other
hand, imparts decreased fram EUR 16.4 million to EUR
8.4 million (Figure 2.32).

Amang the analyzed Western Balkan countries, Serhia
exports the most tobacco products to Baosnia and
Herzegovina (38.6 percent]. This is followed by exports
to North Macedonia (31.1 percent] and Montenegro




(28.1 percent]. At the same time, Serbia realizes modest
tobacco exports to Croatia (2.2 percent] [Figure 2.33].

Figure 2.32: Serhia’s tobacco trade with the Western Balkan
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Source: Authars’ calculations based an UN COMTRADE and ITC statistics.

Figure 2.33: Serhia’s tobacco exports to the Western Balkan
countries by market in 2017
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Source: Authars’ calculations based on UN COMTRADE and ITC statistics.

Analysis of the import structure shows that Serbia imports
the most tobaccao products fram North Macedania (57
percent) and Croatia (37 percent] (Figure 2.34).

Serbia has pasitive trade balances with all Western Balkan
countries except Croatia. The biggest trade surplus is
with Bosnia and Herzegovina (EUR 15.1 millian), followed
by Montenegro (EUR 11.2 million] and North Macedonia
(EUR 7.5 million]. The trade deficit with Croatia amounts
to EUR 2.3 million (Figure 2.35].

Serbia has strong comparative advantages on the Western
Balkan markets in the trade of cigarettes and tobacco
extracts and essences. An exception is the Croatian market,

where Serbia has no comparative advantage in any group
of analyzed products. In the trade of unmanufactured
tobacco, Serbia has comparative advantages only on the
market of Bosnia and Herzegovina (Figure 2.36].

Figure 2.34: Serbia’s tohacco imparts from the Western Balkan
countries by market in 2017
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Source: Authors’ calculations based on UN COMTRADE and ITC statistics.

Figure 2.35: Serbia’s tohacco trade halance with the Western
Balkan countries in 2017
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Figure 2.36: RCA indicator for Serbia’s tobacco trade with the
Western Balkan countries
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2.8 Slovenia

Slovenia’s valume of foreign trade in the tobacco products
sector is relatively small. Although Slovenia is a net
importer in tobacco trade with the warld, in tobacco
trade with the Western Balkan countries Slovenia is a
net exparter.

In 2017, Slovenia exported EUR 1.5 million of tobacco
products to the Western Balkan countries, which
represents 83 percent of Slovenia’s total tobacco exports
to world markets. The trade balance of Slovenia in tobacco
products with the Western Balkan countries is positive,
and the trade surplus in 2017 was EUR 968,000.

In the structure of Slovenian tobacco exports to the
Western Balkan countries, unmanufactured tobacco
accounts for the largest share (74 percent]. The share
of cigarettes is 23 percent, and the share of tobacco
extracts and essences is 3 percent [Figure 2.37).

Figure 2.37: Slovenia’s tobacco exports to the Western Balkan
countries by product in 2017
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Source: Authors’ calculations based on UN COMTRADE and ITC statistics.

Slovenian tobacco imports from the Western Balkan
countries are very small. In 2017, they amounted to EUR
550,000. In the impaort structure, cigarettes account
for 89 percent of tobacco impaorts. At the same time,
unmanufactured tobacco accounts for 7 percent and
tobacco extracts and essences account for 4 percent
of imports (Figure 2.38).

Figure 2.38: Slovenia’s tobacco imports from the Western
Balkan countries by product in 2017
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Source: Authars’ calculations based on UN COMTRADE and ITC statistics.

Analysis of the export structure by country indicates a high
export cancentration. In 2017, 77 percent of Slovenian
tobacco exports ended up on the Croatian market [Figure
2.39]. The other analyzed countries have lower shares
in Slovenia’s tobaccao export structure (Montenegro 11
percent, Serbia 7 percent, Bosnia and Herzegovina 5
percent).

Figure 2.39: Slovenia’s tobacco exports to the Western Balkan
countries by market in 2017
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High concentration is even more pronounced in the
import structure (Figure 2.40]. Among the Western
Balkan countries, Slovenia imports tobaccao products only
from North Macedonia and Croatia. The share of North
Macedonia in the import structure in 2017 was 89 percent
and the share of Croatia was 11 percent.




Figure 2.40: Slovenia’s tobacco imports from the Western
Balkan countries by market in 2017
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Trend analysis shows that Slovenia’s position within the
Western Balkan markets has changed from a net importer
to a net exporter. Thisis the result of export growth over
the last few years with a simultaneous drop in imports
(Figure 2.41).

Figure 2.41: Slovenia’s tobacco trade with the Western Balkan
countries
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Source: Authors’ calculations based on UN COMTRADE and ITC statistics.

Slovenia has a positive trade balance with all Western
Balkan countries except North Macedonia (Figure 2.42].
The higgest positive balance is with Croatia (EUR 1.1
million].

Slovenia has comparative advantages in the trade of
cigarettes on the markets of Bosnia and Herzegovina,
Maontenegro, and Serbia. Comparative advantages are also
presentin the trade of tobacco extracts and essences on
the markets of Bosnia and Herzegovina and Croatia. At the
same time, Slovenia has comparative advantages in the

trade of unmanufactured tobacco only on the Croatian
market (Figure 2.43].

Figure 2.42: Slovenia’s tobacco trade balance with the Western
Balkan countries in 2017
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Figure 2.43: RCA indicator for Slavenia’s tobacco trade with the
Western Balkan countries
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2.9 Mutual trade

The Western Balkan countries cumulatively achieved
tobacco exports in the amount of EUR 520.7 million
in 2017. In that year, exports were slightly higher than
imparts, so the trade balance was pasitive. The trade
surplus was EUR 19.7 million.

Analysis of export trends shows uneven movements over
the observed period from 2001 to 2017 (Figure 2.44).
After an expart stagnation in the 2001-2007 period,
exports declined in 2008. This could be partly explained
by a drop in foreign demand in leading tobacco export
destinations because of the economic crisis.




Figure 2.44: Tobacco trade of the Western Balkan countries - exports, imports, and trade halance
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Source: Authors’ calculations based on UN COMTRADE and ITC statistics.

In the 2009-2017 period, exports of tobacco products 2012-2017 period from 0.75 to 1.42 percent. The biggest

from the Western Balkan countries gradually increased. contribution came from Serhia, which is the largest
In this period, export growth was slightly faster than tobacco exparter in the analyzed group of countries,
import growth, resulting in the paositive trade balance in followed by Croatia and North Macedonia [Figure 2.45].

tobacco trade in the years 2016 and 2017.
If tobacco exports are viewed in the context of total

Tobacco export growth of the Western Balkan countries merchandise exports of the Western Balkan countries,
contributed to the strengthening of export competitiveness we can see that tobacco export competitiveness is
in the last few years. The share of the Western Balkan significantly better than total merchandise export
countries in world tobacco exparts increased in the competitiveness.

Figure 2.45: Share of the Western Balkan countries in world tobacco exports
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Source: Authors’ calculations based on UN COMTRADE and ITC statistics.




Analysis of tobacco trade structure by product, for

the Western Balkan countries cumulatively, shows
approximately similar export and impart structures. As
expected, export and import structures are dominated
by cigarettes. Their share in exports is 57.3 percent,
and in imports 60.3 percent. Apart from cigarettes,
unmanufactured tohacco also plays a significant rale in
total tobacco exports of the Western Balkan countries. Its
export share is 34.1 percent. The remaining 8.6 percent
of total tobacco exports comes from tobacco extracts
and essences (Figure 2.46]. In the import structure,
unmanufactured tobacco accounts for 30.6 percent,
while tobacco extracts and essences account for 9.1
percent (Figure 2.47].

Figure 2.46: Tobacco export structure of the Western Balkan
countries by product in 2017
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Source: Authors’ calculations based on UN COMTRADE and ITC statistics.

Figure 2.47: Tobacco import structure of the Western Balkan
countries by product in 2017
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Tobaccao expart structure by country is characterized by
strang export concentration. Serbia, North Macedonia,
and Croatia account for about 98 percent of the total
tobacco exports of the analyzed countries. The remaining
2 percent is distributed among Bosnia and Herzegavina,
Maontenegro, and Slavenia. Kosovo does not export tobacco
or tobacco products. The higgest tobacco exporter in the
analyzed country group is Serbia, with 49 percent of the
total tobacco exparts of the Western Balkan countries
(Figure 2.48]. Serbia is followed by North Macedonia with
27 percent of total exports, and Croatia with 22 percent.
The structure of imports is not as concentrated as the
export structure (Figure 2.49). In the analyzed group of
countries, most tobacco products are imported by Serbia
(35 percent], followed by Croatia [21 percent], Slovenia
(14 percent], Kosovo (12 percent], North Macedonia
(7.5 percent), Basnia and Herzegovina (7 percent], and
Mantenegro (3 percent].

Figure 2.48: Tobacco export structure of the Western Balkan
countries by market in 2017
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Comparative analysis of export and impaort values among
the Western Balkan countries is standardized by the
number of inhabitants. The Western Balkan countries
annually realize tobacco exports in the amount of EUR
24 per capita. Among the analyzed countries, the most
tobacco products per capita are exported by North
Macedonia (EUR 67], followed by Serhia (EUR 36], Croatia
(EUR 27], Bosnia and Herzegovina (EUR 2], Mantenegro
(EUR 1], and Slovenia (less than EUR 1] (Figure 2.50].




Figure 2.49: Tohacco import structure of the Western Balkan
countries by market in 2017

Figure 2.51: Tobacco imports per capita of the Western Balkan
countries in 2017
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Figure 2.50: Tohacco exports per capita of the Western Balkan
countries in 2017
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At the same time, the Western Balkan countries import
tobacco products annually in the amount of EUR 23 per
capita. The biggest importer per capita is Slovenia (EUR
35], followed by Kosovo (EUR 33], Croatia (EUR 25], Serbia
(EUR 25), Montenegro (EUR 25], North Macedonia [EUR
18), and Bosnia and Herzegavina (EUR 10] (Figure 2.51].
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Analysis of the tobaccao export structure by market shows
that the analyzed countries direct 15.3 percent of their
tobacco exports to the Western Balkan markets (Figure
2.52). In absolute terms, this amounts to EUR 79.7 million.

Figure 2.52: Tobacco export structure of the Western Balkan
countries by market
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Amang the analyzed countries, the biggest exporter to
the Western Balkan countries is Serbia. In 2017, Serhia
exported EUR 40.1 million of tobacco products to these
markets. Croatia is the second biggest tobacco exparter
to the Western Balkan countries, with EUR 23 million in
exports of tobaccao products (Table 2.1).




Table 2.1: Tobacco exports of the Western Balkan countries in 2017, in EUR million

Western Balkan EU-15 NMS-12 EU-28 | Othermarkets |  World
Bosnia and Herzegovina 3.520 1.376 0.087 1.463 3.345 8.328
Croatia 23.087 68.417 17.349 85.766 4.857 113.710
North Macedonia 10.923 64.602 24.452 89.054 41.045 141.022
Montenegro 0.542 0.012 0 0.012 0.271 0.825
Serbia 40.155 23.238 15.705 38.973 175.906 255.004
Slovenia 1.518 0.098 0.014 0.112 0.199 1.829
Western Balkan countries 79.745 157.743 57.607 215.350 225.623 520.718

Source: Authors’ calculations based on UN COMTRADE and ITC statistics.

Table 2.2 presents the details of tobacco trade among the
analyzed Western Balkan countries: exports, imports, total
trade, and trade balance. As expected, compared to other
tobacco groups, the analyzed Western Balkan countries
mutually trade mostly in cigarettes. Cigarettes account for
87.4 percent of mutual tobacco trade of these countries.
The biggest exporter of cigarettes to the Western Balkan
markets is Serbia (EUR 38.8 million]. Serbia also exparts
the most tobacco extracts and essences to these markets
(EUR 891,000]. At the same time, Croatia is the biggest
exporter of unmanufactured tobacco to the Western
Balkan countries (EUR 3.6 million]. The biggest cigarette
importer from the Western Balkan countries is Bosnia

and Herzegovina (EUR 28.6 million]. Unmanufactured
tobacco isimported the maost by Serbia (EUR 3.2 million],
and tobaccao extracts and essences by North Macedonia
(EUR 1.0 million]. Among the analyzed countries, a positive
trade balance in tobacco trade with the Western Balkan
markets is achieved by Serhia (EUR 31.4 million), Croatia
(EUR 20.6 million), and Slovenia (EUR 968,000].

Table 2.3 shows the export matrix, which measures and
compares mutual tobacco trade among the analyzed
countries. In comparison with other analyzed countries,
the largest mutual tobacco trade is achieved between
Serbia and Bosnia and Herzegovina.

Table 2.2: Tobacco trade among the analyzed Western Balkan countries, in EUR million

Exports

Country U"mt""onbu;gg;ured Cigarettes Tobact;g:;(r':gigts g Total exports
Bosnia and Herzegovina 0.066 3.453 0.001 3.520
Croatia 3.666 19.049 0.372 23.087
Kosovo

Narth Macedonia 3.565 7.344 0.014 10.923
Montenegro 0.211 0.331 = 0.542
Serbia 0.471 38.793 0.891 40.155
Slovenia 1.126 0.345 0.047 1.518

All countries 9.105 69.315 1.325 79.745

Imports

Country Unm:lonblgfgé:;ured Cigarettes Tohacgg::;gic;ts and Total imports
Bosnia and Herzegovina 0.417 28.607 0.309 29.333
Croatia 0.927 1.525 = 2.452
Kosovo

North Macedonia 2.396 14.610 1.074 18.080
Montenegro = 10.729 0.005 10.734
Serhia 3.261 5.418 0.015 8.694
Slovenia 0.036 0.490 0.024 0.550
All countries 7.037 61.379 1.427 69.843




Total trade

Country Unmfonbu;‘gg;ured Cigarettes Tobacgg::;ga;gts and Total trade
Bosnia and Herzegovina 0.483 32.060 0.310 32.853
Croatia 4,593 20.574 0.372 25.539
Kosovo = = = =
North Macedonia 5.961 21.954 1.088 29.003
Montenegro 0.211 11.060 0.005 11.276
Serbia 3.732 44211 0.906 48.849
Slovenia 1.162 0.835 0.071 2.068
All countries 16.142 130.694 2.752 149.588
Trade balance

Country Unmfonhuaf:é:;ured Cigarettes Tubacgg:é(;gzcs:ts and Total trade balance
Bosnia and Herzegovina =0.351L -25.154 -0.308 ~ZBL0LE
Croatia 2.739 17.524 0.372 20.635
Kosovo = = = =
North Macedonia 1.169 -7.266 -1.060 -7.157
Montenegro 0.211 -10.398 -0.005 -10.192
Serhia -2.790 88375 0.876 31.461
Slovenia 1.090 -0.145 0.023 0.968
All countries 2.068 7.936 -0.102 9.902

Source: Authors’ calculations based on UN COMTRADE and ITC statistics.

Tobacco trade of the Western Balkan countries cumulatively
is characterized by export and import growth, trade
surplus, strengthening of export competitiveness, and
relatively high expart concentration. The largest portion
of the tobacco trade among the Western Balkan countries
is achieved by Serbia, Croatia, and North Macedonia.
These countries are also net exporters of tobacco, and
Serbia contributes the most to the strengthening of
export competitiveness in tobacco trade. The other
analyzed countries in the region (Bosnia and Herzegavina,
Kosavo, Montenegro, and Slovenia] are predominantly

Table 2.3: Mutual trade - export matrix, in EUR million

net importers, and Kosovo is an absolute net importer
of tohacco.

Taking into account the closeness of the markets, the
processes of increased openness and market integration,
the presence of big tohacco companies, existing business
relationships, and insight into the smoking hahits
and tastes of consumers, the mutual tabacco trade
of the analyzed countries has significant potential for
development in the upcoming period.

Bosnia and q North a q bl

Herzegovina Croatia Macedonia Montenegro Serbia Slovenia ct?::ll;:i:s
ng‘:éag;\::a - 0.056 0.458 2.230 0717 0.059 3.520
Croatia 8.910 = 3.599 0.457 8.588 1588 23.087
:'Azggdonia 1.438 2416 - 0 6.551 0.488 10.923
Montenegro 0 0.331 0.145 = 0.066 0 0.542
Serbia 15.495 0.903 12.478 11.279 = 0 40.155
Slovenia 0.078 1.172 0 0.162 0.1086 - 1.518
Western
Balkan 25.921 4,908 16.680 14.128 16.028 2.080 79.745
countries

Source: Authors’ calculations based on UN COMTRADE and ITC statistics.




3 The @F@a‘eiam
tobacco sector

The Croatian tobacco sector includes all processes of
tobacco production, starting from growing tobacco to
tobacco manufacturing, and ending with the distribution
of the finished tobacco product. Table 3.1 summarizes
the basic features of the enterprises involved in all levels
of the tobacco sector in Croatia in 2017. Structure of all
levels of the tobacca sector in Croatia in 2017 is presented
in Figure 3.1.

There were twao enterprises registered in the tobacco
growing industry in 2017, both in domestic ownership.
Agroduhan haolds 99.7 percent of the market, while
Agroplan has the remaining portion of the market. Total
revenues increased by one third on an annual level to
EUR 7.2 million in 2017. At the same time, the number

of employees decreased by 6.3 percent. According to
the data of the Croatian Bureau of Statistics, the total
production of tobacco in Croatia amounted to 8,413 tons
of tobacco in 2017, increasing by 5 percent compared
to the production level in 2016." As one of the twelve
EU countries which grow tobacco, Croatia’s tobacco
production accounts for roughly 4-5 percent of EU’s
production (European Commission, 2014a]. Production
quantities of raw tobacco have been stahle, due to the
relation between primary production and the cigarette
industry (Bajo & Jurinec, 2016]. In terms of tobacco
variety groups, Croatia’s production focuses on Burley,
Virginia, and Herzegavina's tobacco. In 2014, 1,190 farmers
cultivated the aforementioned variety groups (European
Commission, 2014a].

Table 3.1: Tobacco sector in Croatia in 2017

Enterprises Employees Revenues
Level i? the tobacco Bomestic Foreign TG
sector Number ownership : ownership Number yly (in %) million yly (in %)

(in %) (in %)

Tobacco growing industry 2 100 = 84 -6.3 7.2 34
Manufacturing of tobacco 3 66.7 333 718 85 1835 17
products ' ' ' '
Distributive (wholesale) 18 667 33.3 484 09 4865 10
trade of tobacco products ' ' ' '

Sources: Financial Agency dataset and authars’ calculations.

Figure 3.1: Structure of the tobacco sector in Croatia in 2017
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Sources: Financial Agency dataset and authars’ calculations.

3 The classification of enterprises within the different subsectors correspands to the classification of Financial Agency data.
“ For more information see Croatian Bureau of Statistics (2018).




Farmers delivering dried tobacco leaf to manufacturer, Pitomaca,
November 2017.

Author: Jelena Mihalj.

Tobacco manufacturing includes three enterprises, one of
which is foreign-owned TDR, acquired by British American
Tobacco in 2015. The total market in 2017 accounted
for EUR 183.5 million, a 17 percent decrease compared
to 2016. As far as market structure is concerned, the
foreign-owned TDR takes 87 percent of the market,
while the rest of the market is divided between Hrvatski
duhani (12 percent] and Tvaornica duhana Udbina (1
percent]. The number of employees rose by 8.5 percent
on an annual level, maostly on the back of TDR, which
increased the number of its employees by 12.7 percent
in 2017. In the last ten years, value of the sold tobacco
product® has been following a downward trend, dropping
by 84 percent in 2017 compared to 2008 (Figure 3.2].

The share of exports in the value of the sold product
has been quite stable in the 2008-2017 period and it
accounted for 39 percent in 2017 The fall in the value
of sold tobacco product could be partially attributed to
an increase in excises and harmaonization of excises with
the EU legislation (Bajo & Jurinec, 2016].

Figure 3.2: Value of the tobacco product sold in the period
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Source: Croatian Bureau of Statistics.

There were 18 enterprises involved in the distributive
(wholesale] trade of tobacco products in Croatia in
2017, which employed an overall number of 464 people.
Fareign-owned enterprises amount to one-third of all
enterprises in the distributive sectar and employ half of
the overall number of employees. Total revenues amounted
to EUR 466.5 million in 2017, decreasing by 10 percent
compared to 2016. In 2017, Philip Marris Zagreb captured
70 percent of the market. The rest of the market was
divided among JT International Zagreb (15 percent],
Logista (10 percent)®, Veletabak [3.2 percent), Imperial
Tobaccao Zagreb (0.2 percent], and BAT Hrvatska (0.04
percent]. The distributive tobacco sector is dominated
by global players, although some reshuffling has recently
taken place. Specifically, in 2016, BAT Hrvatska had a 14
percent share of the total market’, while Philip Morris
Zagreb and JT International Zagreb accounted for 60
percent and 11 percent, respectively.

°Based on PRODCOM Survey on Industrial Praduction in 2017 (Croatian Bureau of Statistics, 2019). Reporting units in the PRODCOM Survey on Industrial
Production are all trade companies and other legal entities and natural persons and parts thereof employing ten and more persons that were engaged

in industrial production and/or services (own account production or production on contract basis] in reference annual periad, as defined in the National
Classsification of Activities [NKD] for 2007 (see https://narodne-navine.nn.hr/clanci/sluzbeni/2007_06_58_1870.html].

® Logista is a distributor of Japan International Tobacco Products.
7 BAT Hrvatska is in liguidation.




3.1 Tobacco growing industry

A more detailed analysis of all three subsectars in the
period between 2000 and 2017 shows that there was
a maximum of four enterprises involved in the growing
tobacco sector in 2008. As expected, a decline in the
number of enterprises in the period after 2008 was
fallowed by a fall in the number of employees. Total

revenues peaked in 2008, reaching EUR 10.2 million
(Figure 3.3].

In the period between 2009 and 2015, revenues were
following a downward trend, turning to growth in 2016
(Figure 3.4]. Net income was in negative territory in the
period between 2010 and 2013. In the period between
2014 and 2017, the growing tobacco sector was generating
a modest, but positive net income.

Figure 3.3: Number of enterprises and employees in tobacco growing industry in Croatia
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Sources: Financial Agency dataset and authars’ calculations.

Figure 3.4: Tobacco growing industry in Croatia - key financials in 2000-2017

12
10 ,10.2
E’B 2 AV/\ 7.
ElE [ / N /
x N \/\/5.3
w4
=
2/
0
O MO T NOMNODDO HMUMITW WO
OO0 o000 00000 o A oo
OO0 O0OO0OO0O0O00O00O0O0O0O0O0 OO0
[aV RN oV RN oV N oV Nl By oV iy oV By oV RN aV N ol RNV oV Ry aV N o VN o VAN o VRN o ViR oV}
H Total revenues

12
10 10.0
g5
5 g o IN /DAY 70
Eol N /= y,
o . G
5 | N s~
w 4
I
2)
O AU MITNOMN~NODHDO ANUNMIT W O
ooocoooo0oo0 o000 A d A A A A
OO0 O0OO0OD0OO0OO0OO0OO0OD0O0O0OO0OO0OD0O OO
[SVANQV i oV oViNaV i aV AoV i oV oV i oV i aV i oV N aVEN oV i oV B aVaN oV eV}
M Operating revenues Il Operating expenses

25

214
20 / N\
5 / N 151
£ /\/
= /\
2./
EE /
O UM ITWNWOMNDODNDO HNMIT W WM
oOoooooooooo0oo0 o0 A A d A A A A
o o i I e Y e I i Y o [ i Y o I s e o e Y o s (Y o Y o e |
[SVANQViN aVaNaV iy aV iy oV iy aViN oV iy oV oV NaV Ry aV iy oV iy oV iy oV iy aVaNaViNaV}
M Total assets
1 03
0.1
0 ~N
- \ N [
=1 \/ \ |/
- Voig \ /
= \/
-2
= \/
=&
73 Voog
O MM ITWNOMNNODDOANUNMIT WO
OO0 00000000 rd o o o
OO0 O0OO0O0O0O0OO00O0OO0O0O0 00 O0OoO
[aV N oV aVEN VN oV N oV RN oV Ry aV BN oV RN oV RN oV N oV BN oV RN aV RNl RyaV ByaV iNal)
Il Netincome

Sources: Financial Agency dataset and authars’ calculations.




3.2 Manufacturing of tobacco products

As far as manufacturing of tohacco products is concerned,
the number of enterprises varied between two and nine
in the observed period, ending with two enterprises in the
sectar in 2017 [Figure 3.5). Manufacturing of tobacco
products employed the highest number of people in
2003 (1,279). Downsizing was reparted in the sectar in
the period between 2012 and 2015. New recruiting has
been reported after 2015, mostly on the back of TOR,

Total revenues followed a similar pattern [Figure 3.6). The
peakin total revenues occurred in 2004, while decreasing
was reported in the period between 2007 and 2015. After
increasing in 2016, the total revenues took the opposite
trend in 2017. Although all three market players registered
a fall in revenues in 2017 on an annual level, TOR total
revenues decreased by almost 20 percent, dragging down
total revenues of the sector. Net income has mostly been
falling since 2007, ending up in negative territory in 2017
on the back of TOR’s lass of EUR 10.7 millian.

Figure 3.5: Number of enterprises and employees in manufacturing of tobacco products in Croatia
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Figure 3.6: Manufacturing of tobacco products in Croatia - key financials in the period 2000-2017
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3.3 Distributive (wholesale] trade of tobacco
products

The number of enterprises included in the distributive
(wholesale] trade of tobacco products ranged fram 11 in
2000 to 22in 2011 [Figure 3.7]. Although the number of
employees in the distributive trade of tobacco products
in Croatiaincreased 6.5 times in the observed period, the
number started to shrink in 2015, falling by almost 100
people in 2017 compared to 2014.

Total revenues followed an upward trend throughout the
observed period, with slowdowns in 2003, 2008, 2012,
and 2017. Total revenues surged to the record level
of EUR 514.8 million in 2016, starting to fall in 2017,
dropping by 9.4 percent on an annual level (Figure 3.8].
Net income was growing in the period between 2000 and
2007 when it started to fall. In 2011, the enterprises in
the distributive (whaolesale] trade of tobacco products
generated a loss. Net income stayed in negative territary
until 2017 with a slight surge in positive territory in 2015,

Figure 3.7: Number of enterprises and employees in distributive (wholesale] trade of tobacco products in Croatia
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Figure 3.8: Distributive (wholesale] trade of tobacco products in Croatia - key financials

00
500 U8
N\
_5400 1/455.5
= 318.9/
€ 300 279.0- A
o
2 N\
T 200 2109 \f
= / 156.2
100
. ——%04
O MU MITNOMNODDOANMIT N WO
5888688888880 808800
[SV AN VN QV N oV oV N o VAN oV N oV RN aV Ry oV RN oV BN oV AN oV AN o VAN aVEN aViN aViNaV}
M Total revenues
600 302
500
c 13.8
S 4go =
E 300 A/
= 0719 \/
o 200 V
= / 1576
100//
ODHC\.IU'):I'LD(.DI\QDEDDHN(U:FLDLDI\
oo oocoooooooo o0 d A dd A A A A
[ s I e I cn I I I e I J e I s I s s s e Y m  m  wn |
[aVIN oV RN oV N aVENaV N oV iNaV N oViN oV RN oV N oV BV N oV oV N oV RN oV N oV N ot}

M Operating revenues Il Operating expenses

160 151.5
140 I'—’\\lﬁ'
&120 V
=100 /N l 116.6
£ / N
S " 88
c /
< 4o /
20
o
O UM TN ONDODODOAHNUMITWWNS
oo oooooooooooo o0 dd dd A d o
OO0 000000000000 00 OO0
[aV oV RN aViNoV N oV oV iNaViNoV RN oV RNV N oV iNoVl oV RNl oV N ol RN oV ot}
Il Total assets
10
5 o 6250 39 o
5 ol 08070.507/'-£ = 07 06
= 5 4o -1.3 T2\ |
: LT
x-10 \/
w
£-15 \
-20 v
. -204
O UM INOMNODDO AHNUNMIT WO
oo ococoooo o0 o000 A A A A A Ao
o I e I e I I I e I I e I e I e I e I e I o I e I e I o I e [ i
[aV AN oV iNaViNaV N oV iV ENaV oV iNaV Ry aVaNaV AoV AN oV AN oV a VN aViNaV ANV

Il Netincome

Sources: Financial Agency dataset and authars’ calculations.




The loss in 2016 reached the record of EUR 20.4 million tobacco products, so that the price level is significantly

on the back of the loss of BAT Hrvatska, which amounted higher compared to other neighboring economies. As
to EUR 22.04 million. far as taxes are concerned, it should be noted that
harmonization with EU regulations as part of Croatia’s
Trade balance for tobacco products is presented in Figure EU accession process resulted in many changes of taxes
3.9. Croatia was an overall net exporter of tohacco products and excises. Specifically, there was a change in the level
in the period 2001-2013 and in 2017, and was impaorting and structure of excises which resulted in an increase
more tobacco products compared to exports in the period in the price of tobacco products (Bajo & Jurinec, 2016].
2014-2016. Regarding different categories of tobacco
products, in the period 2001-2013, Croatia was a net Additionally, since Croatia’s tobacco sector is dominated
exporter of cigars, cheroots, cigarillos, and cigarettes of by global players, it is crucial to analyze the local sector in
tobacco and tobacco substitutes. The trend reversed in light of global developments. The major players, such as
2014-2016, while in 2017 positive net balance was again British American Tohacco, Philip Morris and Japan Tabacco,
reparted in the trade of cigars, cheroots, cigarillos, and are facing many risks related to the implementation of
cigarettes of tobacco and tobacco substitutes. As far as smoke-free legislation on the global level, rise in the prices
trade of unmanufactured tobacco and tobaccao refuse of tobacco products due to taxes, subsidies, trade tariffs
is concerned, there was a trade deficit in the period and other policies, as well as a sluggish sale of alternative
2001-20089. On the other hand, Croatia was a net exporter smoking products, such as e-cigarettes [nicotine vapor)
of unmanufactured tobacco and tobacco refuse in the and heat-not-burn. In line with the study conducted
period 2014-2016, turning to a net importer in 2017. In by Levy, Rodriguez-Bufig, Hu, and Maran (2014), more
2017 Croatia’s trade balance of tohacco product reversed than 53 million people on the global level have stopped
to positive on the back of net exports of manufactured smaking as a result of the implementation of tobacco
tobacco and manufactured tobacco substitutes. regulations between 2008 and 2014. Even the countries
of the developing warld, which were perceived as the anly
Croatian tobacco sectar is facing many challenges, due reliable future growth area for the industry, are increasing
to excises and illicit trade, and some of the challenges, the tobacco taxes and putting bans in place [Williams,
such as the effects of illegal trade in tobacco products, 2018]. These challenges have lately been mirrared in
are discussed in the next chapters. As explained further the developments of the stocks prices of major tobacco
in this study, Croatia applies EU legislation on taxation of multinational companies (Figure 3.10]. Mast of the global

Figure 3.9: Croatia tobacco trade balance per product in 2000-2017
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tobacco companies experienced a sharp fall in share
prices towards the end of 2018, even in periods when
the broader market hit highs.

To summarize, the Croatian tobacco sector includes
enterprises involved in all stages of tobacco production,
from growing of tobacco to production and distribution.
Croatia is one of the twelve EU countries which grow
tobacco, contributing to the overall EU unmanufactured
tobacco production with a share of 4-5 percent. A major
market player is domestic-owned Agroduhan, while small
farmers are also involved in growing tobacco. Production
of tobaccao products is dominated by TOR, which has been
in the hands of British American Tobacco since 2015. After
the change in the ownership structure, TOR increased the
number of employees. At the same time, revenues were
quite volatile, ending in 2017 at the same level that the
company’s revenues occupied in 2013, Overall net income

of manufacturers of tobaccao products has mostly been
falling since 2007, ending up in negative territory in 2017
on the back of TDR's loss of EUR 10.7 million. Distributive
trade of tobacco productsincluded 18 enterprises in 2017,
ane-third of which is foreign-owned. Philip Morris Zagreb
captured 70 percent of the EUR 466.5 million market in
2017, while the rest of the market is mostly distributed
among other global players, such as JT International
Zagreb, Imperial Tobacco Zagreb, and BAT Hrvatska.
Having in mind the growing importance of global players
in the production and distribution of tobacco products
and export orientation of Croatia’s tobacco sector, it is
important to analyze the sector in terms of both local
and global risks, such as tax changes and related price
pressures, illegal trade, implementation of smoke-free
legislation on the global level, and inadequate success
of tobacco alternative products. Tax and excise duties
policies play here a major role.

Figure 3.10: Share prices of major global players in 2014-2017 on a monthly level
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| 4 Excise duties on cigarettes in
the Western Balkan countries

4.1 Comparison of excise duty systems in the region

This analysis presents parallel systems of the rates of
excise duties on cigarettes in all of the previously analyzed
countries. The analysis has taken into account all the
amendments to laws and bylaw provisions that came into
force by the end of September 2018. For some countries,
in particular North Macedaonia and Kosovo, estimated and
assumed values have been taken into consideration, as
the increase in excise duties was in some form defined
in previous years, and there are no new acts defining the
rates of excise duties. It is therefore assumed that the
excise duties actually increased in the way defined in the
earlier legal provisions.

Accarding to the amendments to the 2013 Law on Excise
Duty in North Macedania, the following increases were
defined:

e fromJuly 1, 2014 to July 1, 2015 - the rates of specific
and minimal excise duties on cigarettes increased by
0.15 Macedonian denars per piece per year

e fromJuly1, 2016 to July 1, 2023 - the rates of specific
and minimal excise duties on cigarettes shall increase
by 0.20 Macedonian denars per piece per year

e fromJuly 1, 2014 to July 1, 2023 - the amount of excise
duty for cut tobacco shall increase by 50 denars per
kilogram per year.®

Accordingly, the excise duty has been increasing on an
annual level, so that estimation of the amount of excise
duty on cigarettes for 2018 was made.

When it comes to Kosovo, in December 2015, the
government of Kosovo adopted a decision determining
the rates of excise duties on cigarettes by 2019.° Assuming
that the said decision has remained in force, since no
other decision has been adopted to put this one out of
force, we made an estimate of the rate of excise duty an
cigarettes for 2018.

In the Serbian legislation®, excise duties on cigarettes
are defined for a pack of 20 cigarettes. The comparative
averview was based on the excise duty per 1,000 pieces.

Almast all of the observed countries are currently using
the system of combined taxation of cigarettes, namely
a combination of the specific excise duty estimated for
1,000 cigarettes and the propartional excise duty which is
calculated according to the retail price of cigarettes. Since
the proportional excise duty is defined as a percentage
of the total retail price of cigarettes, including the excise
and VAT, it is clear that it is nominally lower in a country
where the specific excise duty is lower. Since most of
these countries do not have publicly available data on
quantities and prices of cigarettes released into circulation
on the markets on their own territories, a detailed analysis
based on the rates of the total excise duties cannot be
carried out. It is possible to conduct an analysis of the
specific excise duties, but that analysis alone, without a
combination with the proportional excise duties, would
not give comparahle results.

However, it is possible to carry out an analysis of the
rates of minimum excise duties. The minimum excise
duty is applied to those cigarettes for which the sum
of specific and propaortional excises is lower than the
legally defined minimum excise duty. Since Kosovo has
no defined minimum excise duty, for the purpose of the
analysis, the rate of the minimum excise duty is calculated
as the amount of the specific excise duty on cigarettes.

For countries that do not use the euro as their official
currency, their national currencies are converted into euro
according to the middle exchange rate of their central
banks. The current rates of excise duties on cigarettes
in all of the analyzed countries are shown in Table 4.1.

Since it is impaossible to state the rate of the total excise
duty (specific + proportional], due to the lack of necessary
information, the rates of minimum excise duties aon
cigarettes are shown graphically.

8 See the Law at http://www.customs.gov.mk/images/documents/zakoni/zakon-akcizi/ZAKON_ZA_AKCIZITE.pdf
9 See the decision at http://kryeministri-ks.net/sr/dokumenti/?kategoria=odluke-sa-sednice-viade&viti=2015#038;viti=2015

10 See the legislation at http://www.slglasnik.com/




Table 4.1: The rates of excise duties on cigarettes in the Western Balkan countries

Bosnia and . North . .
Herzegovina Croatia Kosovo Macedonia Montenegro Slovenia Serbia
Specific excise duty, in 75 KM 310 KN 45 EUR 2103 MKD 30EUR | 71.3238EUR | 3459.5 RSD
national currency
Specific excise duty (per
1,000 cigarettes), in EUR 38.22 41.66 34.29 30 71.3238 29.21
Minimum excise duty
(per 1,000 cigarettes], in 130 KM 696 KN 45 EUR 2303 MKD 63.6 EUR 111 EUR 7367 RSD
national currency
Minimum excise duty [per
Io00lAEarERs) TIEUR 66.24 93.53 31258 63.6 111 62.21
Proportional excise duty,
percentage of the retail 42.0% 34.0% 0.0% 9.0% 32% 22.6% 33.0%
price

Note: Status on October 15, 2018.

Source: Authors’ calculations based an national legislative sources.

The minimum excise duties on cigarettes are the lowest
in North Macedonia and Kosovo. As can be seen, Slovenia
and Croatia have the highest minimum excise duties on
cigarettes (Figure 4.1]. Since the EU legislation prescribes
that the minimum excise duty on cigarettes must be at
least EUR 90 per 1,000 cigarettes, these two countries,
being EU members, were required to determine the excise
duties in that range.

Figure 4.1: The rates of minimum excise duties on cigarettes in
the Western Balkans countries
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Note: Status on October 15, 2018.

Source: Authors’ calculations based on national legislative sources.

In accardance with the change of rates of excise duties
on cigarettes in the analyzed countries, the prices of
cigarette packs are changing as well. Therefore, for
the same type of cigarettes one would need to pay the
most in Slovenia and the least in North Macedania. It is

evident that a pack of one of the most popular brands
of cigarettes is the maost expensive in Slovenia, while in
North Macedonia it is two times cheaper [Figure 4.2). Thus,
the difference in the prices of a pack of cigarettesin the
analyzed countries accurately follows the difference in
the rates of excise duties.

Figure 4.2: The price of a pack of one of the most popular
brands of cigarettes
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B The price of a pack of one of the most popular
brands of cigarettes

Source: Numbeo database, https://www.numbeo.com/cost-of-living.

The data from Numbeo database are compared with the
Eurostat data on the price indices for tobacco products in
individual countries compared to the EU average. The EU
average is calculated as a weighted average of national
price indices, weighted by national account expenditures,
corrected by the difference in price levels.

The prices of tobacco products in all of the observed
Western Balkan countries are far lower than the EU




average. Slavenia, as the most expensive analyzed country,
is at 68.6 percent of the EU-28 average (Figure 4.3].

Figure 4.3: Price indices for tobacco products in the Western
Balkan countries in 2017

S HR BA RS XK ME MK
M Price index for tobacco products (EU-28 average = 100)

Note: EU-28 average = 100.

Source: Eurostat.

Bosnia and Herzegovina, Serbia, and Montenegro have
been gradually increasing the rates of excise duties on
cigarettes, but they are not yet close to meeting the
EU requirements. These countries will have to reach
the amount of EUR 90 for the minimum excise duty
by the time they enter the EU or several years after the
entrance, depending on what will be agreed in the process
of accession negotiations.

Moreover, most Western Balkan countries are, at this
maoment, unable to raise the rates of excise duties on
cigarettes, due to the general economic situation in their
countries. With each increase in excise duty on cigarettes,
governments in the Western Balkan countries are facing
strong public disapproval and pressures. For example,
the government in Montenegro was forced to make a
decision to reduce the excise duties on cigarettes in 2018.

4.2 Future adjustments to EU excise policies

Furtherincrease in cigarette prices due to the adjustments
of excise policies to the standards required by EU
regulations will, in the long run, bring similar developments
to all Western Balkan countries. Redistribution of price
categaries of cigarettes, which happened in Croatia, is

likely to occur in the rest of the analyzed countries as well,
and the redistribution within the market will be followed
by an increase in cigarette prices in all price categories.
With such developments, the mativation to buy cigarettes
on the gray market, which occurs with the import of
cheaper cigarettes from neighbaring countries in any
of the observed countries in which cigarette prices are
currently much higher than in a country where cigarettes
come fraom to the gray market, will decrease. However,
these results are expected in the mid- to long-term
perspective. Survey results showed that a very large
number of respondents who buy cigarettes on the gray
market would not cease to do so as long as prices of
cigarettes on illegal markets were lower than prices on
legal markets. This means that motivation to buy on the
gray market will always exist.

Furthermare, even though excise duties on cigarettes and
other tobacco products grow in Bosnia and Herzegavina,
Serbia, Montenegro, North Macedaonia, and Kasovag, they
will still likely be below those in Slovenia or Croatia.
Although Slovenia and Croatia, as EU members, have met
the levels of excise duties on tobacco products required
by EU legislation, excise duties on tobacco products in
these twao countries continue to grow, due to tax and
health palicies. Excise duties in Slovenia and Croatia
are still lower than in mare economically developed EU
countries, so that prices of a cigarette pack are lower
than in France, Germany, the UK, etc.

Table 4.2 includes all data on the excise systems of EU
countries ending with July 1, 2018. All EU member states
gradually increase excise duties on tobacco products,
following primarily their health policies and efforts to
reduce the consumption of tobacco products by making
them more expensive.
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llcgal Trade of Tobaceo Pioducts:
‘Suuggling aleng the Balkan Route
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Figure 4.4: The price of a pack of one of the most popular brands of cigarettes in EU countries
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M The price of a pack of one of the most popular brands of cigarettes

Source: Numbeo database, https://www.numbeo.com/cast-of-living.

Rates of excise duties on tobacco products, primarily
cigarettes, directly affect the cigarette prices on the EU
market. An overview of the price levels of a pack of one
of the most popular brands of cigarettes in EU countries
clearly shows how differences in the excise systems
affect the prices of cigarettes on the market (Figure 4.4).

In countries with a higher living standard and higher
purchasing power, the excise system, and consequently

Figure 4.5: Price indices for tobacco products in EU countries in 2017

prices of cigarettes, is adjusted to the general ecoanomic
situation in the country. Prices of tobacco products are the
highest in Ireland and the UK, followed by France, Sweden,
the Netherlands, and Finland, while Germany, Belgium,
and Denmark are the closest to the EU average!*. When
it comes to the prices of tobacco products, all other EU
countries are below the EU average. According to the
price level index, Croatia and Bulgaria have the lowest
prices of tobacco products (Figure 4.5].
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If Eurostat data on average prices of tobacco products
are compared with the data from Numbeo database on
prices of a specific cigarette brand, it can be seen that
the order of countries, as well as relative prices, are
equivalent. In countries where prices of a specific brand
of cigarettes are the highest, the average price level
of tobacco products is the highest, while Bulgaria has
the lowest price of a specific cigarette brand and the
lowest average price of tobacco products. There is same
discrepancy in several countries that have similar prices,
which could mean that the price of a specific cigarette
brand in a country is lower or higher compared to the
average prices of tobacco products in that country.

4.3 Excise duties and the gray market

An increase in the prices of tobacco products has an
impact an the growth of the gray market. However, if
cigarette prices increase gradually, it is less likely that
a large outflow of cigarette consumption from the legal
into the illegal sphere will occur. Moreaver, if the market
structure does not deteriorate and prices of all brands
of cigarettes go up by the same amount, it is also less
likely that there will be a significant growth of tobacco
products on the gray market.

Each country’s excise policy can affect trends in the
tobacco market, that is, with the right comhination of the
specific and proportional excises, it is possible to direct
the market towards an equal increase of prices for all
cigarette brands, and thus the market stays uninterrupted.

However, it is very difficult to find the right combination
of these two excises, since a strong reliance on any of
these types of excises has both pasitive and negative
effects. The choice of the excise duty will depend on the
government’s goals and priorities in a particular country,
and a stronger emphasis on one of these two excises
may influence the state budget revenues, as well as the
availahility of tobacco products.

The specific excise duty is the same for all brands of
cigarettes, regardless of their price. Strong reliance on
the specific excise duty leads to a narrower distribution
of cigarette prices on the market, which means that price
differences between individual categories of cigarettes
are reduced. The increase of specific excise duties puts a

greater burden on the lower price category of cigarettes.
Therefore, this categary is put under pressure to increase
its prices, and it comes closer to more expensive cigarettes.

As cheaper cigarettes are maostly consumed by lower-
income smakers, arise in prices of lower price cigarettes
could result in shifting of these smokers to the gray
market, since those cigarettes will become too expensive
for the categary of consumers that consumed them earlier.

Moreaver, with the increase in the specific excise duty,
producers tend to increase the prices above the increase
in excise duty, since this excise can be fully transferred
to the buyer. Producers, thus, gain extra profit and have
an incentive to increase their production. This excise duty
is favorable for the tobacco industry as it generates less
tax burdens than the proportional excise duty.

Anincrease in the proportional (ad valorem) excise duty
does not have such a hig impact on lower price cigarettes,
since the ad valorem excise duty increases as the retail
cigarette prices rise. Accordingly, an increase in the ad
valorem excise duty puts a greater burden on the higher
price cigarettes, and, as it is already included in the final
product price, producers do not need to increase the
price of cigarettes above the increase in excise duty.
An increase in the propaortional part of excise duty on
cigarettes is a good way to increase the state budget
revenues. Therefore, it is to be expected that a country
which needs more maoney in its budget will not reduce
the propartional excise duty on cigarettes.

However, the propartional excise duty has its negative
effects as well. Excessive reliance on anly the proportianal
part of excise duty on cigarettes can make consumers
choose cheaper cigarettes. It can also encourage the
producers to manufacture lower price cigarettes and,
cansequently, cigarettes of lawer quality.

Itis very difficult to find a comhination of the specific and
propaortional excise duties which would result in positive
effects of both types of excise duties and would affect
all market players in the best possible way.

Itis certain that each increase in the prices of cigarettes
on the legal market affects the developments on the gray
market, but the question is to what extent. Theoretically,
if all price categories of cigarettes increase by the same




amount, there is no market distortion and no significant
shifts in consumption from mare expensive to cheaper
cigarettes. Mareover, consumers still have the same
number of different price categories of cigarettes at
their disposal, so they can decide which ones they will
consume without a significant need to look for substitutes
on the markets of other countries or on the gray market.

All of the above mentioned refers to a gradual increase
in cigarette prices, while any considerable change in
retail prices of cigarettes will lead to a growth of the
gray market, regardless of the distribution of specific
and proportional components of excise duty. However,
anincrease in the prices of cigarettes on the markets in
Bosnia and Herzegovina and Serbia could reduce the gray
market in Croatia, as there would no longer be reasons
strong enough to buy cigarettes in those countries.
Also, the main way in which consumers obtain tobacco
products from the gray market is through resellers on the
streets. As prices of cigarettes increase in our neighboring
countries, the difference between costs and benefits of
purchasing cigarettes on these markets decreases, so
that cigarette smugglers have less and less reasons
to expand the gray market and resell cigarettes on the
territory of the Republic of Croatia. However, the availahility
of illegal products, the length of the state border, and
penalty provisions on illegal trade are also significant for
the development of the gray market of tobacco products.
The analysis of the conducted survey results found that
the lowest percentage of purchase of tobacco products
on the gray market is present in Slovenia, where cigarette
prices are the highest.

If we look at the development of the legal market of
cigarettes in Croatia, it is evident that the total amount
of cigarettes on the Croatian market, for which the excise
duties were paid, decreased by about 15 percent between
2010 and 2017. This was the result of an increase in the
prices of cigarettes, followed by an increase in excise
duties, as excise duties grew due to harmanization of
Croatia’s legislation with the EU legislation.

Furthermore, the legal markets in Slovenia and Serhia
shrank with the increase in excise duties and cigarette
prices, while this shrinking of the legal market is particularly
present in Montenegro and Basnia and Herzegovina. In
Montenegro, the legal market of cigarettes decreased by
50 percent, while shrinking of the legal market in Bosnia

and Herzegovina is even bigger. This is especially evident
in domestic cigarettes’ sale. As mentioned earlier, out
of 3,000 surveyed citizens of Baosnia and Herzegovina,
about 20 percent stated that they bought cigarettes and
tobacco products on the gray market. When looking at the
official data of the Indirect Taxation Authority of Bosnia
and Herzegovina, it is apparent that the official market of
tobacco products, with the increase in cigarette prices,
has decreased by mare than 50 percent. Although it is
highly unlikely that all those people stopped consuming
tobacco products, it is obvious that the gray market in
Bosnia and Herzegaovina is one of the most developed
anes on the territory of the Western Balkans, while the
survey data probably under-represented the size of the
gray market in this country.

According to the Indirect Taxation Authority of Bosnia
and Herzegovina, the highest number of cigarettes
on the gray market in Bosnia and Herzegovina comes
from Serhia and Montenegro, but there are also illegal
factories in Bosnia and Herzegovina. As the prices of
cigarettes in Serbia are still lower than in Bosnia and
Herzegavina, there is an interest in the illegal import of
cigarettes and their sale on the territory of Bosnia and
Herzegavina, either through resellers on the streets or
through other illegal means. The maost important in all
of this is the fact that prices of cigarettes coming to the
gray market are even twice as low as prices in the legal
sale. The “green routes” are mast often used for the
illegal import of cigarettes and tobacco products into
the territory of Bosnia and Herzegavina. These are large
border areas between countries where there is no barder
cantrol. However, except for the cigarettes entering the
market from the neighboring countries, a certain number
of cigarettes are being produced in illegal factories in
Baosnia and Herzegovina. The Indirect Taxation Authority
of Bosnia and Herzegovina carried out actions in which
large guantities of cigarettes were confiscated, together
with tobacco cutters.

The intensive anti-smuggling activities of the Croatian
customs resulted in a significant increase of confiscated
cigarettes and cut tobacco (Tahble 4.3). The number
of cigarettes confiscated in 2018 - almast 18 million
cigarettes - was two and a half times higher than the
number reported for 2017. Likewise, the quantity of illicit
tobacco confiscated in 2018 was one and a half times
larger than the quantity confiscated in 2017.




Table 4.3: Confiscated illicit tobacco products in Croatia

Confiscated tobacco 2018 2017

products 2018/2017

Cigarettes (pcs.) 17,694,859 7177251 246.5

Tobacco (kg) 76,338.10 48,418.97 157.7

Source: Customs of the Republic of Croatia, 2019.

Confiscated unmanufactured tohacco intended for sale on the gray
market, Pitomaca, Croatia, December 2018.

Phota: Croatian customs.

All of the analyzed countries that are harmanizing their
excise legislation with the EU regulations saw similar
developments: raising prices, dissatisfaction of smokers,
reduction of the legal market, and rise of the illegal
market. Moreaver, almost all of the observed countries
have a neighboring country in which prices of cigarettes
are lower and there is, thus, a possibility of significant
expansion of the gray market. The anly exception is North
Macedonia where the excise duties on cigarettes are still
low enough not to pose a significant pressure on the legal
market. What is more, North Macedania has the lowest
excise duties and the lowest cigarette prices of all the
countriesinits surrounding, so that there is no reason to
buy cigarettes abroad. However, in North Macedonia, the
prices of cigarettes are growing steadily, and the country
is consequently facing possible public dissatisfaction and
turning towards the gray market, but what is different
is that Macedanians buy cigarettes on the gray market
within their own country and do not need to go abroad.

Any further increase in excise duties on tobacco products,
primarily cigarettes, will put an additional pressure on
the legal market and open up the space for the growth of
the gray market. The ultimate goal of all of the ohserved

countries is to adopt the EU legislation on taxation of
tobacco products. However, as there are differences in
cigarette prices amang all EU countries, and as each
country continues to increase excise duties on tobacco
productsin arder to reduce the number of smokers, there
will still be differences in cigarette prices on the markets
of the observed countries of the Western Balkans. The
differences will decrease over time, but they will still exist,
and together with them, there will always exist motives
to buy cigarettes on an illegal market.

The simple example of a gap between the price of cut
tobacco on the gray market and the price of cigarettes
on the legal market in Croatia illustrates how high is the
maotivation of smokers to shift from legal to the gray
market and to substitute one type of a tobacco product
with a completely different ane. It can be argued that
substitution within the same type of tobacco product
(e.g. one brand of legally sold cigarettes with a similar
brand of illicit cigarettes] is even more likely to happen.

On the gray market in Croatia, 1,000 g of cut tobacco costs
about 125 kuna, and this quantity is sufficient to roll and
stuff about 1,000 pieces of homemade cigarettes. This
quantity equals 50 cigarette packs that would otherwise
cost about 1,250 kuna. This very simplified calculation
shows the huge price gap of tobacco products between
the legal and the gray market. Cigarettes made from
illegally bought cut tobacco are ten times cheaper than
the same quantity of industrially manufactured cigarettes
sold in regular stores in Croatia.

What s also interesting is the structural development of
the legal market of tobacco products in Croatia [Figure
4.6). Atthe end of 2017, out of the total cigarette market,
the minimum excise duty was paid for 36.5 percent
of cigarettes. Compared to that, at the end of 2013,
the minimum excise duty was paid for 46.7 percent of
cigarettes, and this percentage gradually decreased over
the years. By increasing the specific and minimum excise
duties, the lowest price categaries of cigarettes gradually
merged into one. Therefore, in 2013, regardless of whether
the price of a pack of cigarettes was 15 or 20 kuna, or any
other amount in between, a single minimum excise duty
in the amount of 11.34 kuna per pack had to be paid for all
of the packs. Consequently, all cigarette price categories
that existed at the time were gradually approaching the
highest one. As the specific and minimum excise duties




are defined in the absolute amount per 1,000 cigarettes
and can easily be fully transferred onto the consumer,
producers are inclined to make use of this advantage and
increase the prices of cigarette packs above the excise
duty increase. This is another reason why the number of
price categories of cigarettes should be reduced.

Figure 4.6: Tobacco market in Croatia in 2017
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In 2013, there were 19 different price categories of
cigarettes on the cigarette market in Croatia, while in 2017
this number decreased to ten. As the excise duties on
tobacco changed, prices of cigarettes in Croatia changed
as well. With a constant increase in the minimum excise
duty, the share of those cigarettes that had the lowest
price was reduced, and accordingly, the percentage of the
consumption of cigarettes for which the minimum excise
duty was being paid dropped. In 2018, the consumption
of those cigarettes continued to reduce.

In conclusion, no matter how close Bosnia and Herzegovina,
Serhia, Montenegro, North Macedania, and Kosovo come
with the rates of excise duties and their prices to the
systems that exist in Slovenia and Croatia, it is very
likely that they will not reach them even in the long
run. Namely, the general state of the economy will not
allow faor equal prices of tobacco products in all of the
analyzed countries. However, as excise duties will rise
faster in countries where the EU standards have not yet
been reached, the price differences of tobacco products
in some countries will eventually be reduced, though
they will probably never disappear. Reducing the price
differences between particular countries will result in
the reduced attractiveness of the cross-border gray
market for tobacco products, but illegal tobacco factories

could become even more appealing, so this segment of
the gray market, which not only brings an economic but
also a healthrisk, has a great potential for development.

4.4 Estimation of price elasticity of tobacco demand

An individual overview of tobacco excise systems in
analyzed countries of the region, together with the
comparative analysis of excise systems provided within
this study, enables us to understand how differences in
the features of the excise systems may influence the
formation of tobacco smuggling routes and the flow of
smuggled tobaccao. In addition, these analyses allow for a
deeper understanding of cross-horder tobacco purchasing
habits of people living near the border.

However, in order ta delineate and possibly quantify the
effect that changes in the features of excise system exhibit
an the tobacco (and especially cigarette] consumption,
one would have to estimate the price elasticity of tobacco
products’ demand. Estimating this elasticity requires
having access to the data on prices and guantities of
cigarettes sold by individual brands. In addition, in order to
ensure representativeness of the madel and to estimate
the cross-elasticity of tobacco products’ demand, the data
an prices of other cigarette brands which are considered
to be viable substitutes should also be available. These
data are, however, not available from public sources.
Databases on household consumption, which contain
individual data on consumption, keep a recard of prices
and quantities of sold cigarettes, but do not contain data
an cigarette brands, which means that if we were to use
them for the estimation, we could not follow changes in
quality and consumption of cigarette brands by individual
consumers. All other possible data sources are even
more inadequate. The ideal source in this case would
be the tobacco company which has the data on prices
and guantities. However, these data were not available
upon our reguest.

In order to circumvent that problem, we tried to use the
data available from the Customs Administration of the
Republic of Croatia. We decided to follow that approach
because, in this way, we were able to obtain the data
on guantities and prices of individual cigarette brands.
The downside of such an approach is the fact that we
do not really study the moment when cigarettes were




actually purchased, but instead study the moment when
the tobacco company purchased an excise stamp. This
means that even though we can establish the retail price
of cigarettes, we cannot know in which maonth, quarter
ar even year the cigarettes were actually sold. We can
assume that the cigarettes with a certain stamp were
sold either within the same manth of acquiring the stamp
or that they were sold up to a year after the moment of
acquiring the stamp. This means that any time series
methods that are usually used for estimating the price
elasticity of demand cannot point to the exact moment of
demand as the demand takes place. The other downside
of using this approach is the fact that tobacco companies
in Croatia frequently change attributes of specific features
of cigarette brands [such as the number of cigarettesin
a package, the compasition of tobacco in the cigarette,
the exact name of the package, etc.] in order to attenuate
the effects of changes in tobacco excise features. Thisin
turn means that even if we were able to collect the data
needed for the price elasticity estimation directly from
tobacco producers, we would still face the problem of
shortness of data series, due to frequent changes in the
portfolio of cigarette brands. This problem is unfortunately
also reflected in the data available fram the Customs
Administration of the Republic of Croatia.

Even though the data collected from the Customs
Administration are only second best to the data that
can be obtained from tobacco companies, we decided
to use them in order to estimate the price elasticity of
demand. We had manthly data from January 2013 until
September 2018 for twa premium brands of cigarettes.
We also had the data for the weighted average price of
cigarettes for the entire Croatian market, as well as the

data for total quantities sold on the market of all cigarette
brands. In order to estimate the price elasticity of tabacco
demand, we used standard regression analysis and co-
integration method. Unfortunately, both approaches
were not successful in determining the elasticity value,
due to abovementioned inconsistency of the purchase
timing and timing of obtaining an excise stamp. This
means that obtained estimates were very volatile and
not statistically significant. We also tried to aggregate
the monthly data to the quarterly frequency and then
we re-estimated the maodels. Aggregating monthly data
for a given guarter within one quarter ensures that the
timing inconsistency problem is partly resolved, as some
of the excise stamp acquisitions took place within the
same quarter in which consumers purchased cigarettes
with these stamps. This approach, as expected, provided
smoother elasticity estimates, but elasticity coefficients
were again not statistically significant and often had
the wrong sign (plus sign when it was expected to be
negative or vice versal.

In order to ensure relevant estimates of price elasticity
of tobacco demand and in turn provide a maore precise
estimate of the effect of excise changes on the overall
tobacco demand and illicit trade flows, we propose a mare
intensive future collaboration between the academic sector
and tobacco industries in the region. This is the anly reliable
way to ensure data of sufficient quality that may yield
precise estimates of consumers’ reactions to increases
in tobacco excises which are partly or fully transferred to
the retail price of tobacco. Other publicly available data
unfortunately cannaot provide all relevant infarmation
needed to empirically estimate price elasticities in an
accurate way.




lllegal trade and gray market activity are certainly part of
the unofficial economy related to undeclared work and
unregistered income, and, consequently, tax avoidance and
other detrimental impacts an the national economy. The
next chapter presents the size of the unofficial economy
in Western Balkan countries, as well as estimated negative
effects that tobacco gray market has on public revenues
and the official economy.

5.1 Definition of unofficial economy and methods of
measurement

Size, methods of measurement, factors behind, and
consequences of unofficial economy are broadly explared
in the economic literature. Except for unofficial economy,
many alternative terms are used in previous studies:
underground economy, non-ohserved ecanomy, hidden
economy, shadow economy, informal econaomy, black
econamy, unregistered income, undeclared wark, etc.
Definitions of unofficial ecanomy [UE] rarely give an
explanation of what UE actually is, but mare often talk
about what “is absent, insufficient or missing with regard
to work in the shadow economy relative to wark in the
formal economy” (Williams & Schneider, 2016, p.2]). The
most general definition describes unofficial economy
as income derived from productive activities, which are
not covered in official economic data (Feige, 1990]. It
usually covers total unregistered productive economic
activities: market-based production of goods and services,
whether legal orillegal, that escape detection in the official
estimates of GDP (Smith, 1994; Feige, 1989; Schneider,
1994, 2003, 2005; Frey & Pommerehne, 1984). A broader
definition, used in many studies, is taken fram Del’Anno:
“those econamic activities and the income derived from
them that circumvent or otherwise avaid government
regulation, taxation or observation” [Del’Anno, 2003, p. 4).
However, some studies explicitly limit their research to legal
activities. As Schneider and Buehn define: “the shadow
ecanamy includes all market-based legal production of
goods and services that are deliberately concealed from
public authorities for the following reasons:

e toavoid payment of taxes, e.g. income taxes or value
added taxes,

e toavoid payment of saocial security cantributions,

e to avoid certain legal labor market standards, such
as minimum wages, maximum working hours, safety
standards, etc., and

e to avoid complying with certain administrative
procedures, such as completing statistical
guestionnaires or other administrative forms”
(Schneider & Buehn, 20186, p. 2).12

In order to provide a common methodological framework
used in compiling official macroeconomic statistics,
Eurostat, Organization for Economic Cooperation and
Development [OECD], and other international institutions,
which develop standard national accounts methodalogy,
presented a coherent set of classifications describing the
components of UE. Both the European System of National
and Regional Accounts (European Union, 2013] and
OECD [2002] use the term non-observed economy when
describing the lack of exhaustiveness of macroeconomic
indicators, due to hidden economy. In the European
System of National and Regional Accounts (European
Union 2013, p. 310, paragraph 11.26), the non-observed
econamy is defined as value of production activities
that are not directly observed but should, in principle,
be included within the national accounts production
boundary. In the Eurostat approach, total non-observed
economy is systematically classified in seven mutually
exclusive categaries, marked from N1 to N7 (Nadim,
2007]). However, the size of non-observed economy is
usually distributed into only four main categaries [Gyomai
& Van de Ven, 2014]:

(a] lllegal activities where the parties are willing partners
in an economic transaction (marked as N2 in Eurostat
approach].

(b] Underground activities where the transactions
themselves are not against the law, but are unreported
to avoid official scrutiny; includes N1 - underground
producer and N6 - deliberate misreporting income;

(c]) Activities of informal sector, where no business
records are kept. These are typically non-maonetary
activities for the household benefit (N3 producers not

2 This definition is actually copied from the definition of underground economy, which is part of the overall non-observed economy (United Nations 1993, p.

153).




ohliged to register) or small-scale market producers
not required to be registered (N4 and N5 depending
on the legal status of informal producer).

(d] Statistical deficiencies related to inadequate statistical
data sources ar inappropriate data processing (N7].
If observed in previous period, statistical deficiencies
are expected to be eliminated in future period by
regular revision of statistical practices applied by
national statistical offices.

Estimates of the non-observed economy should be
included in the official data on gross domestic product
(GDP] published by national statistics offices and should
cover three parts: illegal, underground, and informal
part of UE.

In the economic literature, numerous methods for
estimating underground economy have been developed.
Methodolagical backgrounds, comman features,
advantages, and shortcomings of different methods
have been discussed in detail by Schneider (2011) and
Smith & Wied-Nehbeling (1886]. In the recent periad,
some methaods are abandoned due methodological or
empirical weakness and UE is usually estimated with the
use of three different approaches: direct methods hased
on a survey, multiple indicators-multiple causes [MIMIC)
approach, and Eurostat approach. A synthetic estimate
based on the combination of different approaches could
provide a mare reliable estimate of the size and trends
in unofficial economy. This chapter combines survey
results for Western Balkan economies, estimates based
an MIMIC approach and estimates produced by national
statistics offices according to the Eurostat approach??,

The estimate of the unofficial economy in this study
combines the following approaches:

e estimates of undeclared work are derived by direct
approach based on the representative survey conducted
for Western Balkan economies. As certain propartion
of UE probably stays undetected by the survey which
depends on willingness of participants to provide
honest answers, it is to be treated as the lower limit
of the overall unofficial ecanomy.

e estimates based on the comhbination of MIMIC and
Eurostat approach. MIMIC model is applied for the set
of new member states and Western Balkan economies.
Indices fram MIMIC are transformed into UE share in
GOP by benchmarking procedure based on results
of the Eurostat approach for the set of new member
states economies [instead of the manetary approach
used by Medina and Schneider, 2018].

e estimates of income generated by illegal activities, not
covered by MIMIC approach (praostitution, distribution of
drugs, alcohal smuggling], are based on the estimates
from previous studies (Blades, 2011), while income
related to tobacco smuggling is based on the Western
Balkans survey.

5.2 Size of undeclared work in Western Balkan
economies based on survey

Design of the survey an the use of tobacco products
in Western Balkan economies, conducted in 2018, is
described in the previous chapter. Except for questions
primarily related to smaoking habits, the survey included a
set of questions on the respondents’ personal experience
with undeclared work. Methodology and questions related
to unofficial activities were based on the Eurobarometer
survey (European Commission, 2014b] carried out hy
TNS Opinion & Social network in European Union’s 27
member states and in Croatia in 2013. In the European
Commission Communication [European Commission,
1998), undeclared wark is defined as “paid activities
that are lawful as regards their nature but not declared
to public authorities, taking into account differences in
the regulatory system of Member States.” The definition
clearly excludes illegal activities defined by national laws
which are not fully harmanized with the European system
of national accounts, where illegal activities are included
in the total economic activity.

The survey covers the respondents’ experiences with
undeclared wark (UDW] in terms of:

e demand for products delivered by persons engaged
in UDW: payments for goods or services in the last
12 months when an individual had good reasons to
believe that supplier was engaged in undeclared work.

13 A more in-depth discussion on the advantages and disadvantages of those approaches can be found in many previous studies (Medina & Schneider, 2018;

Breusch. 2005).




For such payments, respandents were asked to provide
information on the type of goods ar services paid for

Figure 5.1: Distribution of answers on personal experiences with

purchasing products delivered by UDW sector

in this way and approximate expenditures an goods/

services.

e supply of UDW:

— existence and proportion of labor income received
in cash and without declaring it to tax or social
security autharities from regular employer in the

last 12 months;
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Source: Survey data.

— existence of secandary undeclared labar, besides
regular employment, that has been carried out in

the last 12 months.

Approximately one in ten respondents (9.5 percent of the
total number of persons interviewed in all Western Balkan
economies]) declared purchasing products for which they
had good reasons to believe the products were linked to
undeclared work (Figure 5.1].

While mare than 20 percent of respondents in Montenegro

Table 5.1: Tendency to buy products delivered by UDW sector by socio-economic groups, in %

declared their personal experience with demand for
UDW products, the same indicatar for Kosovo is only 3.8
percent. If all 21,000 of respondents are taken together,
the following conclusions can be drawn [Table 5.1]:

. Western
Croatia : Slovenia HB;i::o:li‘:a Serbia : Montenegro M art‘:g::nia Kosovo rgg:)k:::é :::Is
ALL RESPONDENTS 8.4 112 6.0 9.0 219 6.3 38 9.5
GENDER
Male 10.7 14.8 6.5 7.9 22.1 5.8 36 10.2
Female 6.3 7.7 5i5) 100 21.7 7.2 3.8 8.8
AGE
18-24 8.4 9.8 Bus) 6.9 32.7 5.4 111 11.7
25-34 104 14,5 5.6 14.7 27.6 9.6 13 11.3
35-44 10.2 155 7.0 9.8 22.5 7.9 Si5) 10.7
45-54 8.3 101 7.2 9.2 21.1 5.7 2.6 9.0
55-64 7.8 9.4 5.1 6.5 15.0 4.9 2.6 7.8
65+ 6.1 8.3 5.2 6.8 17.5 2.9 0.3 7.3
EDUCATION
Elementary school or less 4.4 6.2 2.2 34 4.7 3.8 0.0 2.1
High school 8.3 9.9 5.6 8.4 22.7 5.8 7.2 10.0
College, university or higher 9.5 13.2 8.6 12.5 23.0 8.8 4.6 124
INCOME LEVEL
Below average 6.9 8.7 2.5 8.9 18.5 6.2 5.8 7.7
Average 7.9 10.8 Sl 9.2 25.0 8.2 24 114
Above average 134 19.1 104 12.0 20.8 15.8 583 14.9
SETTLEMENT SIZE
Up to 2,000 71 9.8 6.5 6.4 22.2 6.1 3.3 8.6
2,001-10,000 8.8 11.5 7.1 8.8 10.6 4.6 14 8.3
10,001-100,000 8.4 9.8 7.1 9.7 179 5D 1.7 8.7
Mare than 100,000 10.0 153 10 10.8 31.2 8.9 14.6 13.5

Source: Survey data.




e men have greater tendency to purchase undeclared
goods ar services (10.2 percent] compared to wamen
(8.8 percent];

e younger population is mare likely to buy products
delivered by UDW sectar;

e purchasing of goods and services delivered by UDW
sector in the Western Balkans is not to be considered
primarily as a social buffer. Persons with higher
education and above average income expressed the
highest tendency to buy UDW products;

e market size is ane of the most impartant determinants
far the development of unofficial economy, while
possihilities for purchasing services provided by UDW
are mare diversified in larger cities than in small rural
cammunities.

When it comes to the structure of goods and services
bought on the gray market, tobacco products are one
of the three most important items in each of the seven
Western Balkan economies. Except for tobacco, the
most important items delivered by unaofficial sector are
household maintenance services, construction works, car
repair, and various personal services, such as hair styling
or cosmetics services, while food, cosmetics, clothes, and
shoes are important only in a few economies.

The survey examines the supply side of UDW with two
questians:

e Hidden income or regular employees: “Sometimes
employers prefer to pay the entire or part of the regular
salary, remuneration for extra wark or avertime hours
cash-in-hand and without declaring it to tax or social
security authorities. Bid your employer pay all or part
of your income in that way in the last 12 months®?”
(Figure 5.2]

¢ Hiddenincome from secondary employment: “Except
for your regular job/activity, did you carry out any
undeclared activities in the last 12 manths for which
you were paid in money or in kind” (Figure 5.3]

Figure 5.2: Percentage of regular employees receiving
underreported income
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Source: Survey data.

Figure 5.3: Distribution of answers on the question about
compensation for secondary undeclared activity in
money or in kind

M Yes M Refusetoanswer [ Do not know

Source: Survey data.

One out of thirty adult persons in the region declared
performing undeclared work, either as secondary
employment, in the case of regular employees, or as an
unreported job, for the rest of the population. The extent
of this type of UDW is the most intensive in Slavenia,
Bosnia and Herzegaovina, and Croatia where four to
five percent of adult respandents declared performing
secondary labor activities. A high percentage of individuals
in Serbia, North Macedania, Bosnia and Herzegaovina, and
Kosovo who refused to answer the question or answered
with “do not know” could point to the possihility that a
certain percentage of respondents had not been willing
to provide an honest answer. A higher percentage of male
population, compared to the female population, perfarms
UBW in Croatia, Slovenia, Bosnia and Herzegavina, and
Montenegro. In Serhia, North Macedaonia, and Kosovo the
percentage of female population is slightly higher, but
the difference is not statistically significant when the
sampling error is included (Table 5.2).




Table 5.2: Socio-economic structure of persons with secondary undeclared employment, in %

. Western
Croatia : Slovenia HBeDrig:_:;ao?I?:a Serbia : Montenegro M a’:::gr?ni - Kosovo rBe:::k::dsé s{ls
ALL RESPONDENTS 4.4 5.0 4.7 3.6 2.3 14 08 3.2
GENDER
Male 5.7 6.5 5.7 285 3.0 13 0.8 3.8
Female 3.2 8.3 3.7 3.8 1.5 1.4 1.0 2.6
18-24 9.7 10.9 4.2 39 3.6 2.7 11 4.8
25-34 6.2 10.6 5.8 7.7 5.0 2.5 2.2 5.4
35-44 6.7 6.6 54 41 2.9 11 0.6 3.7
45-54 8.3 2.4 5D 3.7 2.5 11 0.4 2.7
55-64 3.0 3.2 4.3 2.1 0.7 04 0.4 2.1
65+ 0.8 16 2.6 13 0.2 04 0.0 1.0
EDUCATION
Elementary school or less 2.7 2.0 1.8 31 0.7 1.5 0.0 1.1
High school 4.9 5.0 4.7 31 2.5 11 1.7 3.3
College, university ar higher 3.9 54 5.9 5.2 1.8 19 1.6 4.0
INCOME LEVEL
Below average 3.9 5.1 1.6 4.5 18 1.3 1.6 2.9
Average 4.2 4.5 4.7 33 2.5 15 04 3.2
Above average 6.8 6.5 6.9 319 2.3 2.5 0.0 5.1
SETTLEMENT SIZE
Up to 2,000 29 4.8 41 2.0 2.7 14 13 2.8
2,001-10,000 49 4.5 6.8 3.7 18 12 0.0 3.6
10,001-100,000 5.7 5.8 74 &3 12 14 0.1 33
Mare than 100,000 5.2 5.8 10 4.8 2.9 14 0.0 34

Source: Survey data.

In the majority of Western Balkan countries, there is a
clear positive correlation between the level of education
and tendency to perform UDW. It seems that educated
persans, who can more easily find secondary undeclared
employment, are more in favor of the structure of unofficial
economy. Having in mind labor market conditions and
the low level of protection of labor rights, persons with a
lower education levels and regularly employed in trade,
construction, catering services or other labor-intensive
industries often work mare than eight hours per day
for a regular wage and are not likely to have free time
ar energy to engage in a secandary job. Contrary to the
previous studies which found that undeclared work is
usually a social buffer, these survey results indicate that,
in the majority of the studied economies, persons with
higher education levels and with above average income
are more likely to engage in undeclared work.

Except for information on participation in UDW supply and
demand, as presented in figures 5.2 to 5.4), the survey

pravided additional information on the amounts spent
on UDW goods and services, percentage of labarincome
which regular employees earned without declaring it to tax
authorities, and the amount of compensation received for
secondary undeclared employment. In order to transform
relative indicators into total income generated by UDW,
a set of official macroeconomic indicators was used,
which included the number of total adult population, the
number of employees, the total amount of wages and
salaries, income tax and contribution rates, and national
accounts data.

The question on persanal experience with UDW is related
to the traditional concept of social (un)desirability. A
persan could refuse to answer if they perceived that
an honest answer could be socially unacceptable or
undesirable (Tourangeau & Yan, 2007). Leeuw and Hox
(2008] suggest that how missing data will be treated
depends on their randomness. If a person refused to
answer the question, it is more probable that this person




would work in undeclared employment than that he or
she would not work in undeclared employment. The
estimates on the actual share of participation in supply
or demand for undeclared work are therefore based on
the following assumptions:

e two-thirds of respondents who refused to answer
are active in UDW [i.e. the probahility that a person
from the group of respondents who refused to answer
participated in UBW is 66.6 percent], and

¢ one-third of persons who responded with “do not know”
are active in UBW [i.e. the probahility that a person
from the group of respondents who answered with
“do not know” participated in UDW is 33.3 percent].

Total income generated by UDW in the region is estimated
at mare than EUR 9 hillion and on average amounts to
6.7 percent of gross value added (GVA] or 5.6 percent of
GDP (Figure 5.4). It is estimated that the highest share
of UBW income in gross value added can be found in
Mantenegro (14.5 percent] and Serhia [12.1 percent]. On
the other hand, more developed economies, Slovenia and
Croatia, are estimated to have the lowest share of UDW,
little less than four percent of official GVA (Table 5.3).

Table 5.3: Total income generated by UDW, in EUR million

Figure 5.4: Total income related to UDW
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Source: Authars’ calculation based on survey.

5.3 Unofficial economy in the Western Balkans
based on a combination of MIMIC and Eurostat
approaches

The MIMIC madel is considered to be a special type of
structural equation modelling (SEM] used primarily in
sacial sciences research and psychometrics. Theoretical
background and the application of the method in economic
studies, particularly related to the unofficial economy, are
described in detail in many previous studies conducted by
Schneider et al. (an exhaustive list of previous studies are
available in Medina & Schneider, 2018]. The main purpose
of the MIMIC model is to examine the influence of a set

o Western
. . Bosnia and A North
Croatia Slovenia " Serbia Montenegro . Kosovo : Balkans, all
Herzegovina Macedonia respondents

Net envelope wage
received by regular 476.35 364.61 446.74 1,161.67 91.39 265.02 104.42 2,910.19
employees
Compensation for
unreported secondary 569.92 495.46 301.63 1,194.30 192.25 191.75 215.31 3,160.61
employment
Income retained by
producers related to
e 322.70 377.89 207.78 752.14 125.83 100.30 41.44 1,928.07
and social contributions
Income retained by
producers related to
I e 219.12 134.72 155.52 552.41 64.66 74.42 82.97 1,283.82
products
Total UDW income 1,588.09 : 1,372.68 1,111.66 3,660.52 474.12 631.49 444.13 9,282.68
UDW income, in % of
gross value added 3.9 3.7 8.6 12.1 14.5 7.2 8.6 6.7
Ui R 3.2 3.2 7.3 9.9 12.0 6.3 6.9 5.6

Note: In terms of Eurostat terminalogy, UDW income estimated by survey approach includes only N1 and N6 type of non-observed economy (underground

producers and deliberate misspecification of income].

Source: Authors’ calculations based an survey.




of exagenous causal variables on the unafficial economy,
which is treated as a latent unobservable variable. At the
same time, the model examines the effect of the unofficial
economy on a set of macroeconomic indicators. MIMIC
results usually confirm intuitive expectations not only
in trends, but also in the relative paosition of a particular
ecanamy in terms of the size of unofficial economy:

e |fthe size of government increases, unofficial economy
is expected to increase as well, and vice versa; the
higher share of UE is expected for economies with
heavier tax burden;

e Improved institutional framework reduces the size of
UE; economies with better institutional framework are
expected to have UE of a smaller size;

e Economic development reduces unofficial economy:
UE of a smaller size is expected in maore developed
economies;

e Abetter situation on the labor market reduces people’s
willingness to work undeclared; UE is expected to be
bigger in economies where the unemployment rate is
high.

Parameters estimated by the MIMIC approach provide
an analytical tool for expressing intuitive expectations
based on causes and indicators in only one synthetic
measure by weighting the estimated importance of each
variable assumed to cause UE. Parameters of the MIMIC
model are estimated for the period 2001-2017 and the
model includes 19 new member states and Western
Balkan economies (13 member states which joined the

EU in 2004, 2007, and 2013, plus Albania, Bosnia and
Herzegovina, North Macedonia, Kosovo, Montenegro,
and Serhia). Goavernment size, GOP per capita [constant
USD 2010]), the unemployment rate, openness to trade,
and the rule of law are caonsidered to be significant in
explaining the trend of UE. Indices derived from the MIMIC
approach were converted to absaolute values by using a
benchmark value for a set of new member states based
on the Eurostat approach.* MIMIC results, expressed as
the share of unofficial economy in GOP, are presented in
Table 5.4 and Figure 5.5.

Unofficial economy in all of Western Balkan countries is
estimated to decrease in comparison to the beginning
of the century. Impraovements in the institutional
framewark, economic development, and better labor
market performance contributed to the transition of
underground producers towards the official sector.
In most of the economies, UE was decreasing in the
period between 2002 and 2009 when the global crisis
reversed the trend. Intensity and duration of economic
recession were different in Western Balkan countries.
Generally, downturn phase of the economic cycle has
been partially compensated by growth in hidden economy.
While some economies returned to the positive growth
shortly after 2010, the Croatian economy had been
stagnating until 2014 and growth in the hidden economy
could be interpreted as adjustment of economic units to
the poor economic situation. In the recent period, all of
Western Balkan economies have been improving their
institutional framework in the process of harmonization
with the EU legislation, which resulted, together with
stable economic praospects, in decreasing the UE trend.
However, on average, unofficial ecanomy in the Western

Table 5.4: Estimate of the unofficial economy in Western Balkan economies based on the combination of MIMIC and Eurostat

approaches, excluding illegal activities, in percentage of GDP

2002:2003:2004:2005:2006:2007:2008:2009:2010:2011:2012:2013:2014:2015:2016:2017 [25‘[‘]’;[3%"17] 2%‘?;[‘;’6‘632
Bosniaand &, cio53i010i208:204:193:18.9:18.8:19.4:19.7 196:19.2:19.3 189 182178 19.7 3,7
Herzegovina ’ ’ ’ ’ ’ ’ ’ ’ ’ ’ ’ ' ' ' ' ’ ’ ’
Croatia 134:127:123:11.8:11.6:11.2i10.7:11.2i11.6:11.9i 123125127126 : 11.6; 11.4 12.0 -2.0
Kosovo 226:23.2i21.9:220:i221:21.4i20.6:201i20.0:19.7:18.4:183 186179 :16.6:16.8 20.0 -5.7
Macedonia :19.7:19.3i19.1:19.0:196;19.8:20.2:19.0:19.1i19.6:19.6i18.6;18418.3:179:180 19.1 -1.8
Montenegro i 19.7 i 20.2 i 21.1 i 22,2187 {184 187173 | 175174 | 17.7 i 16,6 ; 16.2 i 16.1 ; 16.3 } 15.7 18.1 -3.9
Serbia 175:178i181:182:176 173 :166:16.016.7:170:17.6 172 :16.7i16.2:16.0:16.1 170 14
Slovenia 76 74 74 76 73 i65:61:i68 ;77 i82:88i89:83:81;76;:72 78 -0.3
Average 174 :176 173 174 :16.8 {16.3 :16.0:15.6 ; 16.0:16.2 ;163159157 ;154148147 16.2 27

* 0On average, non-chserved economy (excluding illegal activities) in the five new member states amounts ta 11.5 percent of GDP.




Figure 5.5: Estimate of the unofficial economy, excluding illegal activities, for Western Balkan economies
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Balkans [measured as a share of GDP] is expected to be
almost 50 percent higher in comparison to new member
states used as a benchmark.

Figure 5.6 compares UDW estimates based on survey
results and the MIMIC approach. The MIMIC model indicates
that the size of the underground economy is almost double
than the size of the underground economy estimated
from the survey results in each of the Western Balkan
economies, except Montenegro. It seems that respondents
from Montenegro are reluctant to provide honest answers
about their own participation in the hidden activities.

Figure 5.6: Comparison of undeclared income based on survey
results and underground economy estimated hy the
MIMIC approach*

% of GDP

M UDWincome [l N1+NB, MIMIC

Note: * Based on the results of the Eurostat approach for other new
member states, it is assumed that underground economy [N1+NE)
represents 63.3 percent of the total unofficial economy [without illegal
activities).

Source: Authors’ calculations.

5.4 Tobacco smuggling and other illegal activities

Definition of the unofficial economy does not include
illegal activities (Schneider & Buehn, 2016], which should,
therefore, be estimated separately. Estimate of the value
added of illegal activities is based on our survey results for
tobacco smuggling and previous studies for other types
of illegal incomes in Western Balkan countries (Blades,
2011). Survey data on tobacco use provide information
on tobacco products bought on the gray market. Buyers
of tobacco products were asked if they usually bought
products domestically or abroad, and if purchases had
been made on regular or on the gray market. People who
live close to international borders sometimes buy tobacco
products for personal consumption in the neighbaring
country, because of lower taxation. This should, generally,
not to be treated as illegal transaction. National legislation
usually allows imparting products in limited quantities
for own personal consumption.

On the other hand, hidden impaort of tobacco products for
the purpose of resale at higher prices should be treated
as illegal activity. This could be a small scale operation
in the form of supplying friends and acquaintances. A
more serious form of illegal tobacco supply is related
to organized distribution of products on the street or
under the counter.




Estimate of the size of gray tobacco market is based aon
survey results which provide data on smaoking prevalence,
quantities, and values usually bought on the gray market.
Unit of the trade margin related to tobacco smuggling is
estimated as the difference between the prices realized
on the gray market and unit producer price (or import
price in the case of imported tobacco] on the local market.

Croatia and Slovenia apply the EU rules on taxation of
tobacco products and the price level is significantly higher
in comparison to other Western Balkan economies. Croats
living near the Bosnian and Herzegovinian or the Serbian
borders often make “shopping tours” across the baorder,
due to significant price differences, not only for tohacco
products, but also for other heavy taxed products such
as oil derivatives or alcohal.

The most important indicator of the intensity of tobacco
smuggling is the share of smokers who reported they
usually bought tobacco on the gray market (Tahle 5.5).
The highest share, even above 20 percent is reported for
Montenegro and Bosnia and Herzegovina. On the other
hand, only 3 percent of Slovenians and 3.8 percent of
Macedonians buy tohacco on the gray market. Higher living
standards and better institutional framewaork explain low
tendency to buy tobacco on the gray market in Slovenia. On
the other hand, small gray tobacco market in Macedonia
is probahbly related to the lowest tobaccao prices on the
regular market in the entire Western Balkans. Smaokers
who usually buy tobacco products on the gray market
were asked to provide information on the guantity of
tobacco products they buy and the amount of money they
spend for that purpose. Figure 5.7 demonstrates price

differences an the regular and the gray tobacco market
as the main factor behind the gray market expansion.

The price of a pack of twenty smuggled industrially
manufactured cigarettes is 10 to even 50 percent lower
than the regular price of the mast popular brand. Equivalent
quantity of cut tobacco (one gram of cut tobaccao is
expected to be used for ralling up one cigarette] is ten
times less expensive than a pack bought on the regular
market. A high percentage of smokers in Western Balkan
economies uses cut tobacco in order to compensate for
high prices of regular industrially manufactured cigarettes.

Figure 5.7: Prices of tobacco products on the regular and the
gray market

Sl HR BA XK RS ME MK

M The regular price of the most popular brand
B Smuggled industrially manufactured cigarettes
Hl Cut tobacco, 20 g

Sources: World Health Organization (2017) for the price of the most
popular brand on the regular market, and survey data for prices of
cigarettes and cut tobacco on the gray market.

Based on the percentage of smaokers buying on the gray
market and prices of smuggled industrially manufactured

Table 5.5: Survey results on the tendency to buy tobacco products on the gray market

. . Bosnia and : North
Croatia Slovenia Herzegovina Serbia Montenegro e Kosovo

Smoking Egea’jlft']gﬁ D 5@ 325 2u 5 426 36.8 37.7 38.8 40.9
Quantity of tobacco products usually smoked in one day

LTS;?;{{Z!V UL 145 119 1356 169 18.8 182 214

Cut tobacco which | roll or

stuff in cigarettes by myself 16.2 10.5 164 13.0 cl.6 c0.2 8.7
Share of smokers wha usually
buy tobacco across the 7.2 5.7 1.3 0.3 0.0 0.0 0.1
border, in %
Share of smokers who usually
buy tobacco on the gray 7.6 &3 20.3 6.5 27.9 3.8 6.3
market, in %

Source: Survey data.




Table 5.6: An estimate of illegal income derived from tobacco smuggling

. Total
. - Bosnia and . North
Croatia Slovenia Herzegovina Serbia Montenegro Macedonia Kosovo Western
Balkans
Expenditures for the
tobacco products on
the gray market, in EUR 39.75 7.21 96.67 56.21 25.52 4.63 22.42 252.41
million
Intermediate
consumption (20% 7.95 1.44 18,55 11.24 511 0.93 4.49 50.48
revenues), in EUR million
Gross value added, in
EUR million 31.80 5.77 77.33 44.97 20.42 371 17.94 201.93
GVA related to tobacco
smuggling, in % of GOP 0.06 0.01 0.51 0.12 0.52 0.04 0.28 0.22

Source: Authors’ calculations based on survey results.

cigarettes and cut tobacco, it is possible to make an
estimate of total expenditures on the gray market.
Producer or impaort prices of cigarettes (without taxes]
generally form only ten percent of the retail market
price and the difference between prices charged on
the gray market and producer prices represents illegal
trade margin retained by a smuggler. Gross value added
related to tobacco smuggling is based on the assumption
that total costs of the tobacco bought for resale on the
gray market and intermediate consumption (costs of
transportation and similar costs incurred by the smuggling
industry] represent 20 percent of revenues derived fram
the smuggling activity. Table 5.6 represents an estimate
of illegal value added of tohacco smuggling.

In the entire Western Balkans territory, income derived
from tobacco smuggling is estimated at more than
EUR 200 million or 0.22 percent of GDP. In Bosnia and
Herzegavina and Montenegro, illegal income generated
by tobacco smuggling amounts to more than 0.5 percent
of GOP, while the lowest percentage is estimated in
Slavenia. Total illegal income, including estimates for
drugs and prastitution from previous studies and illegal
income derived from tobacco smuggling, is presented
in Figure 5.8. Estimates for GVA related to other illegal
activities (narcotics, drugs, and trafficking] are not
available for Kosovo and Macedania in Blades (2011],
while an average for other Western Balkan economies
is used as an approximation. The highest percentage of
illegal income is estimated for Montenegro with dominant
share of tobacco smuggling. The lowest percentage of
illegal activity is estimated for Slovenia and Macedania.

Figure 5.8: Estimate of GVA related to illegal activities

12

M Other illegal income M Tobacco smuggling

Sources: Authors’ calculations for tobacco smuggling; Blades (2011) for
other illegal income.

5.5 Negative effects of tobacco smuggling on public
revenues and the official sector

5.5.1 The role of tobacco smuggling in the overall
government revenues lost due to the unofficial
economy

An estimate of government revenues not collected due
to the existence of unaofficial economy is based on the
size of underground economy (N1+NG6]J. Underground
economy includes taxes that are actually charged to the
final customer, but are retained by the producer and not
redistributed to the budget. As defined above, this type of
tax evasion is exclusively undertaken without complicity of
the final user. In addition to passive tax evasion [without
complicity), a certain part of government revenues is not
collected because of active tax evasion when the final
user is aware of the fact that the price of certain goods
ar services is lower because taxes are not included in
total costs. Total value of tax evasion in each of Western




Balkan economies is estimated by applying coefficients
of tax burden: an average ratio of labor income taxes
and social contribution to net wages and ratio of net
taxes on products to GVA in the overall economy. As
structural features of the unofficial economy are primarily
based on the survey which was conducted in 2018, tax
evasiaon for 2017 is estimated as the last year for which
official national accounts data are available. Tax burden
differs among economies and, therefore, the share of tax
evasian in certain ecanomies is lower than the share of
underground economy. For example, in Kosovo, taxation
of labor income is low, resulting in a lower value of tax
evasion despite a relatively broad extent of underground
activities.

It is estimated that approximately EUR 7.5 billion of
taxes are evaded annually in the entire Western Balkans
territory. In absolute terms, it is estimated that Croatia
and Serbia have the highest level of tax evasion. In
relative terms (as a share of officially announced GDP],
tax evasion is the highest in Bosnia and Herzegovina and
in Montenegro (Table 5.7).

The role of tobacco smuggling in the overall tax evasion
differs among Western Balkan ecanomies. It should
be emphasized that there is a difference between tax
avoidance and tax evasion. While tax avoidance can be
defined as legally allowed deductions or procedures which
reduce the tax burden, but are not forbidden by a law, tax
evasion is related to illegal and deliberate misreporting of

Table 5.7: An estimate of tax evasion in 2017, in EUR million

economic activities to the tax autharities. In the context
of tobacco use, when a person buys a product on the
foreign market, due to lower prices and lower taxation,
but in quantities which are allowed into the domestic
economy according to the customs regulation, this should
be treated as legal tax avoidance. Smokers make savings
due to lower prices, but no income is generated in the
national accounts as the result of a transaction of this
kind. However, when macroeconomic effects of potential
increase in taxation of tobacco products are in questian,
this should account for not only tax evasion, but also legal
tax avoidance, due to cross-barder shopping.

Total value of tax evasion can be calculated based on our
survey results and the structure of prices on the regular
and the gray market. Negative effects of tobacco smuggling
in terms of uncollected taxes are more significant than
effectsin terms of gross value added. In absolute values,
uncollected tobacca taxes in the region are above EUR
306 million annually. The highest amount of uncollected
tobacco taxes was recorded in Bosnia and Herzegovina
and Croatia where over EUR 100 million of tobacco taxes
were not collected due to tax evasion or avoidance.
In relative terms, the share of uncollected tobacco
taxes in overall tax evasion is the highest in Bosnia and
Herzegovina, Montenegro, and Croatia. More affordable
tobacco prices in Macedaonia explain the relatively low
tobacco tax evasion there (Table 5.8].

. Total
. n Bosnia and A North
Croatia Slovenia Herzegovina Serbia Montenegro Macedonia Kosovo Western
Balkans
Tax evasion without
complicity/passive tax 1,269 773 590 1,403 191 332 201 4,758
evasion
Labor income taxes 756 570 338 809 126 191 67 2,855
Taxes on products B 203 253 594 65 141 134 1,903
Tax evasion with
complicity/active tax 546 520 592 590 100 325 13 2,686
evasion
Labor income taxes and
e o i 378 442 524 469 79 305 12 2,210
Taxes on products 168 78 68 121 21 20 1 477
Total tax evasion 1,816 1,293 1,182 1,993 290 657 214 7,445
Tax evasion, in % of GDP 3.7 3.0 7.7 5.4 7.3 6.5 3.3 4.5

Source: Authors’ calculations.




Table 5.8: Tobacco taxes uncaollected due to tax evasion and tax avoidance

. . Bosnia and A North

Croatia Slovenia Herzegovina Serbia Montenegro Macedonia Kosovo
Taxes evaded due to tobacco
smuggling, in EUR million 59.22 8.55 129.07 64.72 23.28 6.24 15.69
VAT 15.34 1.96 22.20 1391 4,97 1.34 3.83
Excises 43.88 6.59 105.19 50.81 18.31 4,90 11.10
Import duties 1.68 0.77
Taxes uncollected due to cross-border
shopping, in EUR million 60.83 15.40 8.55 2.72 0.13
VAT 15.76 8153 147 0.58 0.03
Excises 45.07 11.87 6.96 2.13 0.09
Import duties 011 0.01
Total uncollected tobacco taxes, in
EUR million 120.04 23.95 137.62 67.43 23.28 6.24 15.82
VAT 31.10 5.49 23.67 14.49 4.97 1.34 3.86
Excises 88.95 18.46 112.15 52.94 18.31 4.90 11.20
Import duties 1.80 0.77
Total uncollected tobacco taxes, in
% of GDP 0.2 0.1 0.9 0.2 0.6 0.1 0.2
Total uncollected tobacco taxes, as a
share of total tax evasion, in % 6.6 19 11.6 3.4 8.0 1.0 74

Source: Authors’ calculations.

5.5.2 Negative impact of tobacco smuggling on the official
sector

Development of the gray tobacco market has a negative
effect on the official producers and distributors of tobacco
products. Decreased demand far tobaccao delivered by
official producers has an indirect effect on the activity
of all domestic actars included in value added chain
of tobacco industry. Total multiplicative effects, which
include direct, indirect, and induced effects, could be
estimated by input-output (1-0) model. Direct negative
effects of tobacco smuggling are related to a decrease
in revenues and employment in the tobacco industry.
Indirectly, smuggling affects all economic sectors which
deliver goods and services required in the production
of tobacco products: tobacco farmers, tobacco leaf
dryers, producers of filters and paper products, chemical
industry, and many other suppliers of intermediate goods
and services. Companies engaged by tobacco industry
also require various raw materials, energy, and other
intermediate inputs in their production processes. Negative
effects of gray tobacco market, therefore, do not stop
an direct suppliers of tobacco industry, but spill aver to
many industries included in the averall value added chain.

Decrease of revenues along value added chain of tobacco
industry, due to the existence of gray tobacco market,
also reduces the number of jobs in the official sector and,
thus, affects the purchasing power of employees and their
demand for consumer goods and services. Decreased
ecanomic activity in companies which produce goods and
services usually bought by final consumers is defined as
induced effects. Development of the gray tobacco market
reduces tax revenues and consequently the scope and
quality of government services. Increase of government
consumption financed by additional taxes collected by
elimination of the gray tobacco market would potentially
induce multiplicative economic effects.

Total effects of gray tobacco market on the official
producers are estimated by application of the standard
|-0 model. The estimated value of the gray tobacco market
is treated as a decrease in the final demand for tobacco
in the official sector. Effects on the Croatian economy are
anly estimated, due to the lack of official input-output
table or other data limitations for other Western Balkan
countries. However, estimates for Croatia are expressed
in relative terms, i.e. as negative effects induced by 1,000
smokers supplied by non-regular channels [last row of
Table 5.9].



Table 5.9: Total negative effects of tobacco gray market on the official sector in Croatia, in 2017

Reduction in the economic activity Output Gross value added Employment
In HRK million Number of jobs, annual equivalent

Tobacco producers 105.38 35.22 80
Distributors 158.07 77.36 739
Suppliers of intermediate inputs 136.90 60.75 384
Total value added chain of tobacco producers 400.36 173.34 1,203
Effects of reduced government services 2,050.58 1,136.97 6,448
Total negative economic effects 2,450.93 1,310.30 7,652
Negative effects, in EUR million 329.83 176.33 =

: A A
223:;211|eyeffects, in % of total Croatian 0.43 0.44 0.48
E(ieacggénp?gzigtgyolrﬂﬁg Sgsﬁgsrlfeutymg EUR 1.072 million 47 jobs on annual level

Source: Authors’ calculations.

Tobacco smuggling is estimated to reduce the Croatian
gross value added by 0.44 percent and employment
by 0.48 percent. Total effects of reduced volume of
government services, due to tobacco taxes avoidance,
are significantly higher than direct effects on tobacco
producers and distributers. More than 7,500 jobs could be
induced in the Croatian economy by eliminating the gray
tobacco market. It can be concluded that economic costs
borne by official units are significantly higher than income
generated by illegal distributors of tobacco products. One
thousand smokers buying tobacco products on the gray
market reduce the official gross value added by over EUR
1 million and cause the loss of approximately 50 jobs
on an annual level.

If indirect and induced effects are taken into consideration,
negative effects suffered directly by tobacco producers
are estimated to represent only ane percent of the total
number of jobs lost in Croatia or three percent of reduced
GVA. Gray tobacco market induced strongest negative
effects on the public sector. It is interesting to note
that, due to the differences in labor productivity, gray
tobacco market induced stronger negative effects on
job reduction in agriculture than on producers of final
tobacco products [Table 5.10].

Table 5.10: Structure of the negative effects of tobacco gray
market on the Croatian official sectors

Grossvalue added, ~_EmPloyment,

Tobacco industry 35.22 80
Distributors of 77.36 739
tobacco products

Agriculture 11.99 131
Industry 34.42 168
Private services 119.12 574
Public services 1,032.19 5,960
Total 1,310.30 7,652

Source: Authors’ calculations.




6 Conclusions and
policy recommendations

Although it may be difficult to quantify illegal trade of
tobacco products in the Western Balkans, this study
shows that analyzing the experience of smakers buying
an the tobacco gray market and surveying attitudes of
citizens can help painting a more nuanced picture of
patterns of illicit tobacco flows. The analysis offered in
this report is not designed to rank countries, but rather
to help understand the complex activities around the
tobacco gray market in the region. However, every country
has its specificities and there are no “one-size-fits-all”
policy recommendations for curbing illegal tobacco trade.

Tobacco taxation and excise policy is an outstanding topic
in all studies investigating illegal tobacco trade. This study
does not provide a clear-cut answer about the effects of
different scenarios of price changes, because publicly
available data are not available, and one of the main
recommendations of this study is to set up a database
for sound palicy measures.

However, results of this comprehensive survey provide
evidence-hased facts that reveal a more nuanced picture
of the problem of gray tobacco market in the region. First
of all, the survey indicates that, on average, 11 percent
of smokers buy cigarettes and cut tobacco on the gray
market. In Montenegro and Bosnia and Herzegovina -
countries in which about 40 percent of adult population
is smaoking - every fifth smoker buys on the gray market.
For example, in Croatia, where a comparatively modest
share of smokers buys on the gray market (less than eight
percent], the overall figures amount to approximately
88,000 of Croatian consumers on the tobacco gray
market. Therefore, a part of the population that has to
be targeted with policy measures is rather substantial.

Smokers buying on the gray tobacco market behave
according to the market principles. Tobacco products
an the gray market are up to ten times cheaper than
those which are legal, affordable, and freely available for
everyday purchases. Transactions on the gray market are
rarely sanctioned, and only sellers are typically fined, but
buyers are not. Earnings in illegal tobacco trade seem
to be so huge that the business of tobacco smuggling
offers high incentives to keep daing it, despite the risk
of criminal offenses. Increased effarts of the customs
control to prevent bigger smuggling activities have
yielded encouraging results, at least in Croatia. Promating
successful actions in the media would raise higger public

awareness on the negative effects of illegal trade. Every
report on customs and police actions should mention the
market value of confiscated tobacco and the amount of
tax and excise duties that should have been paid. With
stronger barder contrals, surveillance of the so-called
“green routes” and more frequent police actions directed
against illegal tobaccao factories, it is possible to reduce
the supply side of the gray market of tobacco products.

The most problematic part of smokers are those buyers
who believe there is nothing wrong with buying on the gray
market, and who do not worry about the quality of illicit
products. In some cases, better ratings of the guality of
tobacco products on the gray market might result from
availability of cigarette brands that could not otherwise
be bought on the regular market. Indeed, illegally sold
cigarettes and other tobacco products produced in
illegal factaories, are not only an economic problem of
the gray market, but are also a major health problem.
Cigarettes from illegal factories are uncontrolled, of
unknown arigin, and, therefore, of unknown quality. Tobacco
products are sold in improvised packaging, without labels
of the manufacturer, origin, and quality. In addition, such
factories often do not meet the requirements on hygienic
standards or have no control of the products regarding
the various harmful ingredients that can be found in the
final product, such as heavy metals, pesticides, etc. Cut
tobacco produced on home farms often contain chicken
feathers and animal waste and is being sold in the streets
in open packages. Information on improper sanitary
canditions might also discourage some smokers fram
buying illegal products.

Two main messages result from this study. According to
the behavior and real experiences of tobacco gray market
cansumers, evident from the survey results, smaokers will
continue to buy on the gray market as long as they can
there find tobacco products at a lesser price. The price
gap is wider among countries which have higher excises,
due to harmanization with the EU regulations, so that
smokers fram Croatia and Slovenia buy cigarettes across
borders in Serbia and Bosnia and Herzegovina, although
not necessarily on the gray market. Price differences
cause cross-border shopping, as well as cross-baorder
tobacco smuggling. Since survey respondents reported
they had started buying illegally on the gray market, due
to the price increases on the regular market and for ather
economic reasaons, it can be assumed that a further




increase in taxation and tobacco products’ prices would
push mare smaokers towards the illegal zone. Instead of
increased budget revenues, the official consumption is
falling and revenues are decreasing in an absolute value.
Anincrease of tobacco taxes and harmanization of excise
duties should be introduced gradually and supported with
other measures of curhing illegal tohacco trade. Indeed,
what is needed is a careful analysis of scenarios in excise
duties’ changes, while reliable data for these simulations
are lacking in all countries in the regiaon.

Encouraging findings of this study are the positive opinions
of the general public regarding the key points in combating
illegal tobacco trade. Citizens across the region share
the negative opinion on gray tobacco market, which they
see as one of the major problems in their countries. The
perception of tobacco smuggling as a criminal activity that
goes hand in hand with other forms of organized crime
makes a sound base for more determined repression
actions. People are aware of the negative effects of illegal
tobacco trade in terms of state budget losses and of the
importance of the tobacco sector for national economies.
However, the general public is not very well informed on
the scale of these effects. With the growth of the gray
market, legal tobacco producers are also at a loss, since
their sale is decreasing due to a decreased demand. This
leads to a reduction in production, purchase of tobacco
from farmers, but also to a loss of jobs. The indirect
effects on other industry sectors and public services
are considerahble as well, and these effects should be
guantified and clearly presented to the public.

Only through coordinated cooperation between the state
autharities of all countries located on the so-called
Balkan route, increased contrals, and considerably higher
penalties, the gray market can be reduced. Such actions
should invalve all interested sectars - internal affairs,
customs administration, tax administration, the judiciary,
border paolice, as well as the legal tobacco industry.
Moreaver, by raising awareness among users of illegal
tobacco products, by informing them of health risks and
damages to the economy, efforts should be made to
reduce the consumption of illegal cigarettes and tobaccao.

Gray market of tobacco products in Skopje, April 2018.

Author: Maruska Vizek.



Bibliography

Adda, J., & Cornaglia, F. [2006). Taxes, cigarette
consumption, and smoking intensity. American Economic
Review, 96(4), 1013-1028.

Agaku, |, Blecher, E., Filippidis, F., Omaduvie, U, Vozikis, A,
& Vardavas, C. (2016). Impact of cigarette price differences
across the entire European Union on cross-border
purchase of tobacco products among adult cigarette
smokers. Tobacco Contral, 25(3), 333-340. doi: 10.1136/
tobaccocontrol-2014-052015

Ajmal, A, & lan, V. [2015]). Tobaccao tax and the illicit trade
in tobacco products in New Zealand Tobacco. Australian
and New Zealand Journal of Public Health, 39(2], 116-120.
doi: 10.1111/1753-6405.12389

Aljinovi¢ Baraé, 7., Burnac, P, Markota, LJ., Rogosic, A,
Sodan, S., & Vuko, T. (2018). Research on economics of
tobacco and tobacco taxation national study: Croatia.
Split: University of Split. Retrieved from: https://hib.irb.
hr/datoteka/991106.Research20on20Economics200f20
Tobacco20and20Tobacco20Taxation20CROATIAL pdf

Aljinovi¢ Bara¢, Z., Markota, LJ., Rogosi¢, A, & Vuko, T.
(2018]. Tobacco taxation in Croatia - Comparison within
EU context. European Scientific Journal, 58-73. doi:
10.19044/es).2018.c5p5

Allen, E. (2011). The illicit trade in tobacco products and
how to tackle it. World Customs Journal, 6(2), 121-130.

Bajada, C., & Schneider, F. (2005). The shadow economies
of the Asia-Pacific. Pacific Economic Review, 10(3],
379-401. doi: 10.1111/}.1468-0106.2005.00280 x

Bajo, A, & Jurinec, D. (2016]. Hrvatsko trziste duhana
i trosarine na duhanske proizvode. In A. Stojanovic &
H. Simovi¢ (eds.), Aktualni problemi i izazovi razvoja
financijskog sustava (pp. 121-141]. Zagreh: Ekonomski
fakultet.

Balassa, B. [1965]. Trade liberalization and revealed
comparative advantage. Manchester School of Economic
and Social Studies, 33(2), 99-123.

Baltagi, B. H., & Levin, D. (1986). Estimating dynamic
demand for cigarettes using panel data: The effects
of bootlegging, taxation and advertising reconsidered.
Review of Economics and Statistics, 68(1], 148-155,

Beare, M. (2002]. Organized corporate criminality -
Tobacco smuggling between Canada and the US. Crime,
Law and Social Change, 37(3), 225-243.

Beljo J., Herceg, N., & Nurkic, H. (2016]. Tobacco production
in Bosnia and Herzegovina - From a great past to an
uncertain future, Works of the Faculty of Agriculture and
Food Sciences University of Sarajeva, Na. 66/2, 49-60.
Retrieved from: https://www.cabdirect.org/cabdirect/
FullTextPDF/2017/20173057249.pdf

Bhagwati, J. N,, & Hansen, B. A. (1973]. Theoretical
analysis of smuggling. Quarterly Journal of Economics,
87(2), 172-187.

Bishop, J. (2018]. Does cigarette smuggling prop up
smaking rates? American Journal of Health Economics,
4[1), 80-104. doi: 10.1162/ajhe_a_00034

Blades, D. [2011]. Estimating value added of illegal
production in the Western Balkan. Review of Income and
Wealth, 57(1), 183-195.

Breusch, T. (2005). Estimating the underground economy
using MIMIC models Econometrics, University Library of
Munich, Germany. Retrieved from: https://econwpa.ub.uni-
muenchen.de/econ-wp/em/papers/0507/0507003.pdf

Buturac, G. (2013). Beyond the global recession: Mutual
trade and ecanomic convergence. Ekanomski pregled,
B4(4), 303-326.

Buturac, G., & Teodorovic, I. (2012]. The impacts of the
global recession on Southeast European countries. Eastern
European Economics, 50(1), 78-97.

Calderoni, F, Favarin, S., Ingrasci, 0., & Smit, A. [2013].
United Kingdom. The factbook on thellicit trade in tobacco
products 1. Trento: Transcrime - Joint Research Centre
on Transnational Crime.

Calderoni, F. (2014]. A new method for estimating the
illicit cigarette market at the subnational level and its
application to Italy. Global Crime, 15(1-2]), 51-76.

Calderoni, F, Brenner, A, Karayotava, M., Rotondi, M., &
Zor¢, M. [2016). The Eastern Balkan hub for illicit tobacco.
Milano: Transcrime - Research Centre on Transnational
Crime.




Chaloupka, F. (1989]. Macro-social influences: The effects
of prices and tobacco-contral palicies on the demand for
tobacco products. Nicaotine & Tobacco Research, 1(1),
S105-S108. doi: 10.1080/14622293050011681

Chaloupka, F., & Warner, K.E. [2000]. The economics of
smaking. In A. J. Culyer, & J. P.Newhouse (Eds.], Handbook
of Health Economics (Val. 1, pp. 1539-1672]. Elsevier.

Chiou, L., & Muehlegger, E. [2008]. Crossing the line:
Direct estimation of cross-horder cigarette sales and
the effect an tax revenue. The B.E. Journal of Economic
Analysis & Palicy, 8(1], 1-41.

Coats, M. (1995]. A note on estimating cross-border
effects of state cigarette taxes. National Tax Journal,
48(4), 573-584.

Coker, D. (2003]. Smoking may not only be hazardous
to your health, but also to warld palitical stability: The
European Union’s fight against cigarette smuggling rings
that benefit terrorism. European Journal of Crime, Criminal
Law & Criminal Justice, 11(4), 350-376.

Coaoper, A, & Witt, B. (2012]. The linkage between tax
burden and illicit trade of excisable products: The example
of tabacco. World Customs Journal, 6(2], 41-58.

Cordava, S. & World Health Organization (2003]. Best
practices in tobacco caontrol earmarked tobacco taxes
and the role of the Western Australian Health Promation
Foundation (Healthway], UCSF: Center for Tobacco
Control Research and Education. Retrieved from: https://
eschalarship.arg/uc/item/2h33n2m3

Council of the European Union (2013]. Council conclusions
on stepping up the fight against cigarette smuggling
and other forms of illicit trade in tobacco products in
the EU, Economic and Financial Affairs Council meeting,
Brussels, 10 December. Retrieved from: https://ec.europa.
eu/anti-fraud/sites/antifraud/files/docs/body/council _
conclusions_en.pdf

Croatian Bureau of Statistics [2018]. Agricultural
production 2017. Statistical reports 1610. Retrieved
fraom: https://www.dzs.hr/Hrv_Eng/publication/2018/
SI-1610.pdf

Croatian Bureau of Statistics (2019]. Industrial production
in 2017. Annual PRODCOM results 1612. Retrieved from:
https://www.dzs.hr/Hrv_Eng/publication/2018/SI-161¢2.
pdf

Customs of the Republic of Croatia. (2018, January].
Customs report for 2018, Zagreh. Retrieved from:
https://carina.gov.hr/UserBocsimages//6364//
Godi%C5%A1nje%20izvie%C5%A1%C4%87e%200%20
radu%202018.pdf

DeCicca, P, Kenkel, D., & Liu, F. (2013]. Excise tax
avoidance: The case of state cigarette taxes. Journal of
Health Economics, 32(6), 1130-1141.

Dell'Anno, R. (2003]. Estimating the shadow economy in
Italy: A structural equation approach, Economic Warking
Paper No. 2003-07. Retrieved from: ftp://ftp.econ.au.dk/
afn/wp/03/wp03_07.pdf

Dell’Anno R., & Schneider, F. [2006]. Estimating the
underground ecanomy by using MIMIC maodels: Arespanse
to T. Breusch's critique, Economics working papers 2006-
07. Retrieved from: http://www.econ.jku.at/papers/2006/
wp0607.pdf.

Di Nicola, A., & Terenghi, F. [2016]. Managing finances
in the illicit tobacco trade in Italy. Trends in Organized
Crime, 19(3-4), 254-272.

Euromanitor International. (2015]. Country reports.
Euromanitor International. Retrieved from: https://www.
guromonitor.com/countries

European Anti-Fraud Office. (2017]). The OLAF report
2016. Luxembourg: Publications Office of the European
Union. Retrieved from: https://ec.europa.eu/anti-fraud/
sites/antifraud/files/olaf_report_2016_en.pdf

European Anti-Fraud Office. [2018). EU staff investigations.
Internal investigation leads to judicial proceedings and
financial recovery, Success Staries. Retrieved from:
https://ec.europa.eu/anti-fraud/investigations/success-
stories_en

European Commission. (1998]. Communication from
the Commission on undeclared work. COM [98] 219 final.
Retrieved from: http://aei.pitt.edu/5111/1/5111.pdf




European Commission. [2009]. Survey on tobacco.
Analytical report. Flash Eurobarometer 253. Retrieved
from: https://ec.europa.eu/health/ph_determinants/
life_style/Tobacco/Documents/eb_253_en.pdf

European Commission. [2010). Tobaccao. Special
Eurobarometar 332. Retrieved from: https://ec.europa.
eu/health/sites/health/files/tobacco/docs/ebs332_en.pdf

European Commission. (2011]). Action plan to fight
against smuggling of cigarettes and alcohal along the
EU Eastern border, Commission Staff Warking Paper CoM
[2011) 376. Retrieved from: http://aei.pitt.edu/45825/1/
SEC_(2011])_791.pdf

European Commission. [2013a]). Anti-smuggling Action
Plan, Commission Staff Working Document COM [2013]
324, Retrieved from: https://eur-lex.europa.eu/LexUriServ/
LexUriServ.do?uri=SWD:2013:0193:FIN:EN:PDF

European Commission. (2013h]. Stepping up the fight
against cigarette smuggling and other forms of illicit
trade in tobacco products - A comprehensive EU strategy,
Communication from the Commission to the Council and
the European Parliament COM [2013] 324. Retrieved
from: https://eur-lex.europa.eu/legal-content/EN/TXT/
PDF/?uri=CELEX:52013DC0324&6from=EN

European Commission. [2014a]. Raw Tobacco - Production
statistics - 2014-2003 harvests, Commission Report
- Raw tobacco production. Retrieved from: https://
ec.europa.eu/agriculture/sites/agriculture/files/tobacco/
statistics/production-statistics_en.pdf

European Commission. (2014b). Undeclared work
in the European Union. Special Eurobarometer 402.
Retrieved from: https://ec.europa.eu/commfrontoffice/
publicopinion/archives/ebs/ebs_402_en.pdf

European Commission. (2016] Public perception of illicit
tobacco trade. Special Eurobarometer 443. Retrieved
from: https://ec.europa.eu/anti-fraud/sites/antifraud/
files/eurobarometer_report_illicit_tobacco_trade_en.pdf

European Commissian. [2017]. Attitudes of Europeans
towards tobacco and electronic cigarettes. Special
Eurobarometer 458. Retrieved from: https://publications.
europa.eu/en/publication-detail/-/publication/2f01a3d1-
Oaf2-11e8-966a-01aa75ed71al/language-en

European Union. (2013]. European system of accounts ESA
2010. Luxembourg: Publications Office of the European
Union. Retrieved from: https://ec.europa.eu/eurostat/
documents/3859598/5925693/KS-02-13-269-EN.
PDF/44cd9d01-hc64-40e5-bd40-d17df0c69334

Farrell, L, & Fry, T. R. L. [2013]. Is illicit tobacco demand
sensitive to relative price”? Economic Papers, 32(1), 1-9.

Farrelly, M. C,, Bray, J. W., Pechacek, T, & Woollery, T.
(2001). Response by adults to increases in cigarette
prices by sociodemographic characteristics. Southern
Economic Journal, 68(1), 156-165.

Feige, E. L. [2015]. Reflections on the meaning and
measurement of unobserved economies: What do we
really know about the “shadow economy”?, MPRA Paper
68466, University Library of Munich, Germany.

Feige, E. L. [1990]. Defining and estimating underground
and informal economies: The new institutional economics
approach. Waorld Development, 18(7]), 989-100¢2.

Feige, E. L. (Ed.). (1989)]. The Underground economies. Tax
evasion and information distortion. Cambridge: Cambridge
University Press.

Feld, L. P, & Larsen, C. (20035]. Black activities in Germany
in 2001 and 2004: A comparison based on survey data.
The Rockwool Foundation Research Unit. Retrieved from:
https://www.rockwoolfonden.dk/app/uploads/2016/02/
Nyhedsbrev-juni-2005.pdf

Feld, L. P, & Schneider, F. (2010]. Survey on the shadow
economy and undeclared earnings in OECD countries.
German Economic Review, 11(2], 109-149. doi:
10.1111/j.1468-0475.2010.00509.x

Fleenar, P. [2003]. Cigarette taxes, black markets, and
crime. Paolicy Analysis, 468, 1-20.

Foster, K. (2012, January 25]. Croatia: Corruption,
arganized crime and the Balkan route. Adriatic Institute
far Public Policy.

Framework Canvention Alliance. (2008]. Fact sheet about
the EU Agreements with tobacco manufacturers to contral
theillicit trade in cigarettes. Retrieved from: https://www.
fcte.org/wp-content/uploads/2008/02/fca-2008-inb-
illicit-trade-inb1-factsheet-questions-answers-ec-
industry-agreements-en.pdf




Frey, B. S, & Pommerehne, W. W. [1984]. The hidden
economy: state and prospects for measurement. The
Review of Income and Wealth, 30(1], 1-23. doi: 10.1111/
j.1475-4991.1984.tb00474 x

Friedman, E., Johnson S., Kaufmann D., & Zoido-Labaton,
P. (2000). Dodging the grabbing hand: The determinants
of unofficial activity in 69 countries. Journal of Public
Economics, 76(3), 459-493. doi: 10.1016/S0047-
2727(99)00093-6

Gallet, C., & List, J. (2003]. Cigarette demand: a meta-
analysis of elasticities. Health Economics, 12, 821-835.

Gallus, S., Schiaffino, A, La Vecchia, C., Townsend, J., &
Fernandez, E. (2006). Price and cigarette consumption
in Europe. Tobacco Control, 15,114-118.

Giles, D.E. A, & Tedds, L. M. (2002]. Taxes and the Canadian
underground economy. Toronto: Canadian Tax Foundation.

Gilmore A, Callin J., & Townsend J. (2007]. Transnational
tobacco company influence on tax policy during
privatization of a state monopaly: British American Tobacco
and Uzhekistan. American Journal of Public Health, 97(11),
2001-2009. doi: 10.2105%2FAJPH.2005.078378

Gilmare A, Rowell, A, Gallus, S., Lugg, A, Jossensen, L., &
Sims, M. (2014). Towards a greater understanding of the
illicit tobacco trade in Europe: A review of the PMI funded
‘Project Star’ report. Tobacco Control, 23(el], 51-61.

Goodchild, M., Perucic, AM., & Nargis N. (2016]). Madelling
the impact of increasing tobacco taxes on public health
and finance. Bulletin of World Health Organisation, 94(4],
250-257.

Griffiths, H. (2004)]. Smoking guns: European cigarette
smuggling in the 1990’s. Global Crime, 6(2), 185-200.

Gruber, J., Sen, A, & Stabile, M. [2003]. Estimating price
elasticities when there is smuggling: The sensitivity of
smoking ta price in Canada. Journal of Health Economics,
22(5), 821-842.

Guindon, G.E., DOriezen, P, Chaloupka, F, & Fong, G.T.
(2014]. Cigarette tax avoidance and evasion: Findings
from the International Tobacco Control Policy Evaluation
Project. Tobacco Control, 23(0 1), i13-i22. doi: 10.1136/
tobaccocontrol-2013-051074

Gyamai, G., & van de Ven. P. (2014]. The Non-Observed
Economy in the System of National Accounts, OECD
Statistics Brief No. 18. Retrieved from: https://www.oecd.
arg/std/na/Statistics%20Brief%2018.pdf

Hajdinjak, M. (2002]). Smuggling in Southeast Europe: The
Yugoslav wars and the development of regional criminal
networks in the Balkans. Sofia: Center faor the Study of
Demacracy.

Hall, M. G, Williams, R. S., Gamman, D. G. & Ribisl, K.
M. (2016]. Internet cigarette vendors make tax-free
claims and sell cigarettes cheaper than retail outlets.
Tobacco Control, 25(6]) 616-618. doi: 10.1136/
tobaccocontrol-2015-052359

Hassan M., & Schneider, F. [2016]. Size and development
of the shadow economies of 157 warldwide countries:
Updated and new measures from 1999 to 2013. Journal
of Global Economics, 4, 1-14. doi: 10.4172/2375-
4389.1000218

HM Revenue and Customs. (2016]. Measuring tax
gaps. Tobacco tax gap estimates 2015-16. Retrieved
from: https://webarchive.nationalarchives.gov.
uk/20170623160050/https://www.gov.uk/government/
statistics/tobacco-tax-gap-estimates

HM Revenue & Customs and Border Force. [2015].
Tackling illicit tobacco: fram leaf to light. The HMRC
and Border Force strategy to tackle tobacco smuggling.
Retrieved from: https://assets.publishing.service.gov.uk/
government/uploads/system/uploads/attachment_data/
file/418732/Tackling_illicit_tobacco_-_From_leaf_to_
light__2015_.pdf

Hozic, A. A. (2004). Between the cracks: Balkan cigarette
smuggling. Problems of Post-Communism, 51(3], 35-44.
doi:10.1080/10758216.2004.11052163

International Consortium of Investigative Journalists.
(2009]. Tobacco underground. The global trade in
smuggled cigarettes. The Centre for Public Integrity.
Retrieved from: https://cloudfrant-files-1.publicintegrity.
arg/documents/pdfs/Tobacco%20Underground.pdf

JerliuN., Ramadani, N., Mane, I, & Brand, H. (2013]. Public
health in Kosovo after five difficult years of independence.
South Eastern European Journal of Public Health. doi:
10.12908/SEEJPH, 2013-02




Johnsan, S., Kaufmann, D., & Zoido-Lobaton, P. (1899).
Corruption, public finances and the unofficial economy.
Palicy Research Working Paper No. WPS 2169. Retrieved
from: http://documents.worldbank.org/curated/
en/219311468762600809/pdf/multi-page.pdf .

Jones, A, & Posnet, J. (1988]. The revenue and welfare
effects of cigarette taxes. Applied Economics, 20(9),
1223-1232. doi: 10.1080/00036848800000126

Joosens, L., Ross, H. & Stoktosa, M. (2014]. EU Palicy and
illicit tobacco trade: Assessing the impacts. In European
Parliament, Directorate General for Internal Palicies,
Warkshop Cigarette Smuggling Briefing Papers. Retrieved
from: http://www.europarl.europa.eu/document/activities/
cont/201401/20140116ATT77675/20140116ATT776
75EN.pdf

Joossens, L., Merriman, D., Ross, H., & Raw, M. [2009].
How eliminating the glabal illicit cigarette trade would
increase tax revenue and save lives. Paris: International
Union Against Tuberculosis and Lung Disease.

Joossens, L., & Raw, M. (1998]. Cigarette smuggling
in Europe: Wha really benefits? Tobacco Control, 7(1],
66-71. doi: 10.1136/tc.7.1.66

Joossens, L. (2011]. lllicit tobacco trade in Europe: Issues
and solutions. PPACTE - Pricing Palicies and Contral
of Tobacco in Europe. Retrieved from: http://www.tri.
ie/uploads/3/1/3/6/31366051/industry_and_market_
response_ppacte_wpS.pdf

Joossens, L. (2015, May]. The illicit trade in tobaccao
products in the EU. Power point presentation delivered
at the Association of European Cancer Leagues, France.
Presentation retrieved from: https://solidarites-sante.
gouv.fr/IMG/pdf/5-Joossens__lllicit_trade_tobacco_EU.pdf

Joossens, L., & Raw, M. [2014]. The tobacco control
scale 2013 in Europe. Brussels: Assaociation of
European Cancer Leagues. Retrieved from: http://www.
europeancancerleagues.org/images/TobaccoControl/
TCS_2013_in_Europe_13-03-14_final_1.pdf

Joossens, L., Lugo A, La Vecchia, C., Gilmore, A.B., Clancy,
L. & Gallus, S. (2014]. Illicit cigarettes and hand-ralled
tobacco in 18 European countries: A cross-sectional
survey. Tobacco Control, 23(1), 17-23.

Joossens, L, 6 Raw, M. [2012]. From cigarette smuggling
to illicit tobacco trade. Tobacco Control, 21(2), 230-234.

Joossens, L, Merriman, D., Ross, H. & Ra, M. (2010]. The
impact of eliminating the global illicit cigarette trade
on health and revenue. Addiction, 105(8], 1640-1648.

Kaminski, B., & Ng, F. (2001]. Trade and production
fragmentation: Central European Economies in EU networks
of production and marketing, Policy Research Working
Paper Series No: 2611. Retrieved from: http://documents.
worldbank.org/curated/en/741281468757777409/pdf/
multiOpage.pdf

Kaplan, B., Navas-Acien, A, & Cohen, J.E. (2017]. The
prevalence of illicit cigarette consumption and related
factors in Turkey. Tobacco Contral, 27(4), 442-447. doi:
10.1136/tobaccocontrol-2017-053669

Koji¢, D., & QOrlovi¢, A. (2016). llegalno trziste duhana
i duhanskih proizvoda - fenomenoloski aspekt i
karakteristike kriminalnih aktivnosti. Policija i sigurnast,
25(2], 115-130.

Kaos, M. [2012). Pojavni oblici medunarodnoga
gospaodarskoga kriminaliteta kao cimbenik nacionalne
ekonomije. Medunarodne studije: Casopis za medunarodne
odnose, vanjsku palitiku i diplomaciju, 12 (3/4), 155-181.

KPMG [2015]. Project SUN. A study of theillicit cigarette
market in the European Union, Norway and Switzerland.
2015 Results. Retrieved from: https://assets.kpmg/
content/dam/kpmg/pdf/2016/06/project-sun-report.pdf

Lafay, G.(1992). The measurement of revealed comparative
advantages, In M. G. Dagenais & P. A. Muet (Eds.],
International Trade Modelling. London: Chapman & Hall.

Lakhdar, C. (2008]. Quantitative and qualitative estimates
of cross-border tohacco shopping and tobacco smuggling
in France. Tobacco Contral, 17(1), 12-16.

Leeuw, E. B., 6 Hox, J. [2008). Missing Data. In Encyclopedia
of Survey Research Methods (Val. 1, pp. 467-471]. Sage
Publications.

LeGresley, E., Lee, K, Muggli, M.E., Patel, P, Callin, J., & Hurt,
R.D. [2008). British American Tobacco and the “insidious
impact of illicit trade” in cigarettes across Africa. Tobacco
Control, 17(5], 339-346.




Lembae, C., & Black, P. (2012]. Cigarettes taxes and
smuggling in South Africa: Causes and conseguences,
Stellenbosch Economic Working Papers No. 9/12. Retrieved
from: https://www.ekon.sun.ac.za/wpapers/2012/
wp082012/wp-09-2012.pdf

Levy, D., Rodriguez-Bufio, R. L., Hu, T. W., & Maran, A. E.
(2014]. The potential effects of tobacco control in China:
Projections from the China Sim Smake simulation model.
British Medical Journal, 348(g1134). doi: 10.1136/bmj.
gl134

Loubeau, P. R. (2009]. Selected aspects of tobacco
contral in Croatia. Central European Journal of Public
Health, 17(1), 47-52.

Loubeau, P. R. [2009] The challenges of tobaccao caontral in
Croatia. International Atlantic Econamic Society, 15(494]).
doi: 10.1007/s11294-0039-9226-7

Lovenheim, M. [2008]. How far to the border? The extent
and impact of cross-horder casual cigarette smuggling.
National Tax Journal, 61(1), 7-33.

Luepker, R. V, Pallonen, U. E., Murray, D. M., & Pirie, P.
L. (1989). Validity of telephone surveys in assessing
cigarette smoking in young adults. American Journal of
Public Health, 739(2], 202-204.

Manes, E., Schneider, F. & Tchetchik, A. (2016]. On
the boundaries of the shadow economy: An empirical
investigation, IZA Discussion Paper No. 10067. Retrieved
from: http://www.iza.org/en/webcontent/publications/
papers/viewAbstract?dp_id=10067

Mashiri, E., & Sebele-Mpofu, Y. F. [2015]. lllicit trade,
economic growth and the role of customs: A literature
review. World Customs Journal, 9(2], 38-50.

Medina, L., & Schneider, F. (2018]. Shadow economies
around the world: What did we learn over the past 20 years?
IMF Warking Paper 18/17. Retrieved from: https://www.imf.
arg/~/media/Files/Publications/WP/2018/wp1817.ashx

Merriman, D., Yurekli, A, & Chaloupka, F. J. (2000]. How
big is the worldwide cigarette smuggling problem? In P.
Jha & F. Chaloupka (Eds.]), Tabacco Cantrol in Developing
Countries, Oxford: Oxford University Press.

Michalopoulos, S. (2017, August 29]. Bulk tobacco
smuggling increases, warrying OLAF and Commission.
EURACTIV. Retrieved from: https://www.euractiv.com/
section/agriculture-food/news/bulk-tohacco-smuggling-
increases-warrying-olaf-and-commission/

Nadim, A. (2007]). Measuring the non-observed ecanomy
in Western Balkan countries: Practical lessons for
transition economies. Paper presented at Experiences and
Challenges in Measuring National Income and Wealth in
Transition Economies. International conference organized
by the International Association for Research in Income
and Wealth [IARIW] and the National Bureau of Statistics
(NBS] of China, Beijing. Retrieved from: http://www.iariw.
arg/papers/2007/ahmad.pdf

Nagelhout, G., van den Putte, B., Allwright, S., Mons,
U., McNeill, A, Guignard, R., ... Willemsen, M. (2014].
Socioecanomic and country variations in cross-barder
cigarette purchasing as tobacco tax avoidance strategy.
Findings from the ITC Europe Surveys. Tobacco Control,
23(1),30-i38.

Ng, M., Freeman, M. K., Fleming, T. D., Robinson, M., Dwyer-
Lindgren, L., Thomson, B., ... Gakidou, E. (2014]. Smoking
prevalence and cigarette consumption in 187 countries,
1980-2012. The Joaurnal of American Medical Associatian
JAMA. 311(2],183-192. doi: 10.1001/jama.2013.284692

Nomisma (2012]. The European tobacco Ssectar:
An analysis of the socio-economic footprint, Report.
Retrieved from: https://www.nomisma.it/index.php/en/
publications/item/235-the-european-tobacco-sectar-
an-analysis-of-the-socio-economic-footprint/235-the-
european-tobacco-sector-an-analysis-of-the-socio-
economic-footprint

Naorton, D. A. G. (1988]. On the economic theary of
smuggling. Economica, 55(217), 107-118.

Organisation for Economic Cooperation and Development
(2002]. Measuring the non-observed economy. A
handbook. Retrieved fram: https://www.oecd.org/std/
na/1963116.pdf

Paoli, L. (2003]. Mafia brotherhood: Organized crime
Italian style. New Yark: Oxford University Press.




Peshevski M., Ameti, |, Vukaj, 0., & Petkay, R. [2013].
Trading of agricultural products fram agrocomplex
between countries from Balkan region. Economics of
Agriculture, 60(4], 885-893.

Pinotti, P. (2015). The economic costs of organised crime:
Evidence from Southern lItaly. The Economic Journal,
125(586), 203-232.

Pitt, M. M. (1981]. Smuggling and price disparity. Journal
of International Economics, 11(4), 447-458.

Prieger J., & Kulick, J. (2016]. Cigarette taxes and illicit
trade in Europe Online Appendix, Pepperdine University
School of Public Palicy Working Papers 71. Retrieved from:
https://digitalcommons.pepperdine.edu/cgi/viewcontent.
cgi?article=1070&context=sppwarkingpapers

Recher, V. (2019]. Tobacco smuggling in the Western
Balkan region: Explaring habits, attitudes, and predictaors of
illegal tobacco demand. EIZ Working paper, EIZ-WP-1901.
Retrieved from: https://www.eizg.hr/publikacije/serijske-
publikacije/radni-materijali-eiz-a/617

Rijo, M. J. (2008]. Price elasticity estimates for tobacco
products in India. Health Palicy and Planning, 23(3),
200-2089. doi: 10.1093/heapol/czn007

Rowell, A, Evans-Reeves, K., & Gilmare, A. (2013). Tobacco
industry manipulation of data on and press coverage
of the illicit tobacco trade in the UK. Tobacco Caontrol,
23(1), 35-43.

Savic, D., Markovi¢, M., & Milos Hasel, D. (2015]. Suzbijanje
ilegalnog trzista duhana - Operativna akcija “Rezac”
(studija slucaja). Palicija i sigurnast, 24(1/2015], 82-95.

Schneider, F. (1994). Measuring the size and development
of the shadow ecanomy. Can the causes be found and the
obstacles be overcome? In H. Brandstaetter & W. Guth
(Eds.]) Essays on Economic Psychalogy (pp. 193-212].
Berlin et al.: Springer. doi: 10.1007/978-3-642-48621-
0_10

Schneider, F. (2003). Velicina i razvoj sive ekanomije |
radne snage u sivoj ekonomiji u 22 tranzicijske zemlje i
21 zemlji OECD-a: Sto doista znamo? Financijska teorija
i praksa, 27(1), 1-29.

Schneider, F. (2005). Shadow Economies around the
Waorld: What Do We Really Know? European Journal
of Palitical Economy, 21(3), 598-642. doi: 10.1016/j.
ejpoleco.2004.10.002

Schneider, F. (2011]). Handbook on the shadow
economy. Cheltenham: Edward Elgar Publishing. doi:
10.4337/97808573930880

Schneider, F. (2013]. The financial flows of transnational
crime and tax fraud in OECD countries: What do we
(not) know? Public Finance Review, 41(5), 677-707. doi:
10.1177/1091142113482569

Schneider, F, & Enste, D. (2000]). Shadow economies:
Size, causes and consequences. Journal of Econamic
Literature, 38(1), 73-110.

Schneider, F., & Buehn, A. (2016). Estimating the size
of the shadow ecanomy: Methods, problems and open
questions, IZA Discussion Paper No. 9820. Retrieved from:
http://ftp.iza.org/dp9820.pdf

Schneider, F, Buehn, A, & Montenegrg, C. E. [2010].
New estimates for the shadow economies all over the
world. International Economic Journal, 24(4], 443-461.
doi: 10.1080/10168737.2010.525974

Scollo M., Zacher M., Coomber, K, & Wakefield, M. (2015].
Use of illicit tobacca following introduction of standardised
packaging of tobacco products in Australia: Results from
a cross-sectional survey. Tobacco Control, 24(2), 76-81.

Sheikh, M. A. (1974). Smuggling, production and welfare.
Journal of International Economics, 4(4), 355-364.

Shelley, L. |, & Melzer, S. A. [2008]. The nexus of organized
crime and terrorism: Two case studies in cigarette
smuggling. International Journal of Comparative and
Applied Criminal Justice, 32(1), 43-63.

Skafida, V., Silver, K. E., Rechel, B. P. D., & Gilmore, A. B.
(2012]. Change in tobacco excise policy in Bulgaria: The
role of tobaccao industry lobbying and smuggling. Tobacco
Control, 23(1], 75-84.

Smith, P. (1994]. Assessing the size of the underground
ecanomy: The Canadian statistical perspectives. Canadian
Economic Observer, 3, 16-33.




Smith, S., & Wied-Nebbeling, S. (1986]. The shadow
economy in Britain and Germany. London: Anglo-German
Foundation for the Study of Industrial Society.

Sautheast European Leadership for Development and
Integrity (2016, October 25). Hidden Economy Fact Sheets
2016. Retrieved from: https://seldi.net/publications/
publications/hidden-economy-fact-sheets-2016/

Stojarova, V. (2007]. Organized crime in the Western
Balkans. HUMSEC Journal, 1, 91-114. Retrieved from:
http://www.humsec.eu/cms/fileadmin/user_upload/
humsec/Journal/Stojarova_QOrganized_Crime_in_the_
Western_Balkans.pdf

Szolnoki, G, & Hoffmann, B. (2013]. Online, face-to-face
and telephone surveys—Comparing different sampling
methods in wine consumer research. Wine Economics
and Policy, 2(2): 57-66.

Skrinjari¢, B., Recher, V., & Budak, J. [2017). Consumption
in the dark: Estimating unrecorded expenditures of
households in Croatia. Croatian Economic Survey, 2(19],
135-167.

Teobaldelli, D., & Schneider, F. (2012]. Beyond the veil
of ignorance: The influence of direct democracy on the
shadow economy. CESifa Working Paper Series Na. 3749,
CESifo Group Munich.

The International Consartium of Investigative Journalists.
(2000, February 2]. Global reach of tohacco company’s
involvement in cigarette smuggling exposed in company
papers. Retrieved from: https://www.icij.org/investigations/
hig-tobacco-smuggling/global-reach-tobacco-
campanys-involvement-cigarette-smuggling-exposed-
company-papers/

Thomas, J. J. (1999]. Quantifying the black economy:
‘Measurement without theary’ yet again? Economic
Journal, 109, 381-388.

Thurshy, M., Jensen, R., & Thurshy, J. (1991]. Smuggling,
camouflaging, and market structure. Quarterly Journal
of Economics, 106(3]), 789-814.

Tourangeau, R., & Yan, T. [2007]. Sensitive questions in
surveys. Psychological bulletin, 133(5), 859-883.

Townsend, J. (1996]. Price and consumption of tobacco.
British Medical Bulletin, 52,(1), 132-142. doi: 10.1093/
oxfordjournals.bomb.a011521

United Nations. (1893]. System of National Accounts
1993. New York: United Nations.

United Nations Office on Drugs and Crime. (2015]. Brug
Maney: The illicit proceeds of opiates trafficked on the
Balkan route, UNDOC Research. Retrieved from: http://
www.unodc.org/documents/data-and-analysis/Studies/
IFF_repart_2015_final_webh.pdf

Van Walbeek, C., Blecher, E., Gilmore, A, & Ross, H. (2013].
Price and tax measures and illicit trade in the framework
convention on tobacco control: What we know and what
research is required. Nicotine and Tobacco Recearch,
15(4), 767-776. doi: 10.1093/ntr/nts170

Varga, I., Antunovic, M., & Kristek, A. (2012]. Pregled
proizvodnje duhana u Hrvatskoj. In Proceedings &
Abstracts: 5th international scientific/professional
conference - Agriculture in Nature and Enviranment
Protection (pp. 344-348). Retrieved from: http://www.
hdpot.hr/images/files/Vukaovar%20zbornici/Vukovar%20
-%20Zbornik%202016.pdf

von Lampe, K, Kurti, M., & Johnsaon, J. (2015]. The link
between poverty and crime: Views from consumers in
the cigarette black market in the south Bronx. In P. C.
van Duyne, A. Maljevic, G. A. Antonopoulos, J. Harvey, &
K. van Lampe (Eds.), The relativity of wrongdoing (pp.
213-228]. Oisterwijk: Walf Legal Publishers.

Wasserman, J., Manning, W. E.,, Newhouse, J. P, & Winlder
J. D. [1891]. The effects of excise taxes and regulation
on cigarette smaking. Journal of Health Economics ,
10(1): 43-64.

Williams, C. C. [2015]. Designing survey methods to
evaluate the undeclared economy: A review of the options,
University of Sheffield, Sheffield University Management
School GREY Warking Paper No. 7. Retrieved from: https://
www.sheffield.ac.uk/polopaly_fs/1.579206!/file/WP7-
Survey-Methods-Evaluate-Undeclared-Econamy.pdf

Williams, C. C., Bejakovic, P., Mikulic, B., Franic, J., Kedir,
A., & Horodnic, I. A. (2017]. An evaluation of the scale of
undeclared work in the European Union and its structural
determinants: Estimates using the Labour Input Method,
Brussels: European Commission Directorate-General
for Employment, Sacial Affairs and Inclusion. Retrieved
from: https://ec.europa.eu/social/BlobServlet?docld=1
9002&langld=en




Williams, C., & Schneider, F. [2016]). Measuring the glohal
shadow economy: The prevalence of informal work and
labour, Cheltenham and Northampton: Edward Elgar
Publishing Ltd. doi: 10.4337/97817847173995

Williams, N. (2018]. Tobacco: Reviewing the grawing financial
risks. Retrieved from: https://tobaccofreeportfalios.org/
wp-content/uploads/2018/12/Tobacco-Reviewing-the-
growing-financial-risks-report-Nov-2018.pdf

Waorld Health Organization. (2003). WHO framework
convention on tobacco control. Geneva: World
Health Organization Document Production Services.
Retrieved from: https://apps.who.int/iris/bitstream/
handle/10665/42811/9241591013.pdf?sequence=1

Waorld Health Organization. (2016]. Earmarked tobacco
taxes: Lessons learnt from nine countries. Geneva: World
Health Organization. Retrieved from: https://apps.who.int/
iris/bitstream/handle/10665/206007/9789241510424
eng.pdf;jsessionid=45095D9ACD6E280139096B67697
57C997sequence=1

World Health Organization. (2017]. WHO report on the
global tobacco epidemic: Monitoring tobacco use and
prevention policies. Geneva: Waorld Health Organization.
Retrieved from: https://www.who.int/tobacco/global_
report/2017/en/

Warld Health Organization. (n.d.]. lllicit trade in tobacco:
A summary of the evidence and country responses.
Retrieved from: https://www.who.int/tobacco/economics/
illicittrade.pdf

Yeh, C., Schafferer, C., Lee, J., Ho, L. & Hsieh, C. [2017].
The effects of a rise in cigarette price on cigarette
consumption, tobacco taxation revenues, and of smaoking-
related deaths in 28 EU countries - applying threshald
regression maodelling. BMC Public Health, 17(1). doi:
10.1186/s12889-017-4685-x

Yilmaz, B. (2005]. The fareign trade pattern and foreign
trade specialization in the European Union. Eastern
European Economics, 43(1), 77-103.

Yurekli, A., & Sayginsay, 0. (2010]). Worldwide organized
cigarette smuggling: An empirical analysis. Applied
Economics, 42(5]), 545-561.




- Appendix

Table Al: Survey details

Survey period February - April 2018

Resident population of seven countries (Bosnia and Herzegovina, Croatia, Kosovo,
Target population Mantenegro, North Macedania, Serbia, Slovenia); age group 18+, with smokers quota
proportional to country smoking prevalence rate.

Random sampling

Sample design Nationally representative sample

Data collection quality control was done by re-contacting the respondents and cross-
checking answers to selected questions with answers from the initial interview.

A minimum of 25 percent per interviewer is controlled.

Logic checks were conducted on the final dataset.

Quality control

Net sample size 21,013

Baosnia and Herzegovina: 27.1%
Croatia: 7.8%

Kosovo: 62.0%

Response rate per country Montenegro: 44.6%

North Macedonia: 50.7%
Serhia: 25.1%

Slovenia: 7.0%

Methad CATI (Computer Assisted Telephone Interviewing)

Table A2: Summary statistics on sampled citizens, n=21,013 Smoker
Sample characteristics % Yes 5.
Gender No 64.1
Men 49.1 Country
Women 509 Bosnia and Herzegavina 14.3
Age Croatia 14.3
18-24 10.1 Kosovo 14.3
25-34 17.2 Mantenegro 14.3
35-44 18.2 Narth Macedonia 14.3
45-54 17.7 Serhia 14.3
55-64 16.8 Slovenia 14.3
65+ 20.0
Education
Elementary school or less 8.3 ) )
High sohool oy The survey was conducted in seven countries of the
College, university or higher 300 Western Balkan region [Bosnia and Herzegovina, Croatia,
Occupation Kosaovo, Montenegro, North Macedonia, Serbia, and
Business-owner 3.8 Slavenia). The data were collected from February to April
Manager 18 2018. The survey was administered with CATI (Computer
Professional 83 Assisted Telephone Interviewing) method. The total sample
tled e consisted of 21,013 respondents, about 3,000 respondents
Wor,ker ez from each country. Country samples were selected with
zz:lt;z:t 257; random sampling technigue and resulted in nationally
i ) representative samples. The target population for this
Other 13 survey were citizens aged 18+, with smokers’ quota
Household income propaortional to country smoking prevalence rate.
Below average 33.6
Average 32.8
Above average 16.8
Refuse to answer 16.8









